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H'1S Second Diſcourſe 
concerning the Do&rine 

of Chriſt's SatisfaFion, 

was left prepared for the Preſs 
by the Right Reverend and 
Learned Author under his own 
Hand-Writing, except the Two 
laſt Heads mentioned in the 
Third Chapter of the Contents, 


' which he was prevented from 


A 2 finiſhing 


Advertiſement. 
finiſhing, by that Diſtemper he 
labour'd under, and - which -at 
laſt pur an end to his Life. 
However it was thought con- 
venient, that this ſhould be pub- 
liſhed as it is, rather than the 
World ſhould be deprived of a- 
ny thing written by, ſo great a 
Man; and as this finds Accep- 
tance 1t+ may incourage the 
Priciting of ſome 'other Manu- 
ſcripts his Lordſhip left. 


Henry Mortlotk. 


THE 


THE 


CONTENTS. 


HE Biſhop of Worceſter's 
Letter to . Mr. Dan, Wil- 
* liams. page 1 


Several Letters from and to Mr. 
Lobb. P-27 


The Biſhop of Worceſter's An- 
fver to Mr. Lobb's Appeal. 


CHAP. 1. 


Of the true occaſion of the preſent 
Differences amoug the Diſſenters 


- abont 


The CONTENTS. 


about the Antinomian and 
. Socinian Controverſies. p. 38 


CHAP, II. 

The Myſtery * of Antinomianiſm 
laid open from Dr. Crilp's Wri- 
tings. | 2. +1 ms 

CHAP. III. 


The State of the Socinian Contro- 
verſy Explain'd, with reſpefÞ te 
the preſent Differences among the 
Diſſenters about it. p. 140 


(1,) About Chrift's Sufferings be- 
ins a Proper Puniſhment for 
our $ns. Pp. 141 


(2.) Of the Change of Perſons be- 
tween Chriſt and Mis, and 0 
Chriſt's Suffering in our ſtead, 

P- 173 
® (3-) Of 


_ _w—_ 


The CONTENTS. 

X (3.) Of Chriſt's Suffering under 
the Obligation, and by Virtue of 
the Sanftion of the Law of 
Works. 


* (4) Of the true Notion of In- 
" puted Righteouſneſs, and our Ju- 
ſtification thereby, 


ERRAT A. 


6o. 1. 20. r. renouncing. P. 92.1, 14. &. 

xa7ws., P. 104. 1. 6. r. and legally hoving it 

pot: P. 127.1. 24, I that latitude init, P. 141. 
17. i, aud how far Nr. W. 


(1) 


ALETTER from the Right 
Reverend Dr, Stillingflect, late 
Biſhop of Worceſter, in A4n- 
ſwer to one from Mr. Williams, 
who defured his Tudgment as to 
the following Queſtions ; becauſe 
his Lordſhip's Book is in the firſt 
Paper, and the Report- pleaded 
againſt Mr, Williams. 


SIR, 

Return you Thanks for the Pa- 
pers you were pleaſed to ſend 
me; by which I am able to Un- 
derſtand ſomething more than 
formerly, of the Preſent ſtate of the 
Difference about the Change of Per- 
ſons between Chriſt and us : But Tſhall 
meddle no farther in it than I am 
obliged to do in Anſwer to the Que- 
ſtions you —_ to me. AndI 
wiſh I may be able to do any ſervice 

therein. 
B The 
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The firſt is about my ſenſe of Com- 
mutation of Perſons. It 18 ſaid inthe 
firſt Paper, That I do with Grotius 
expreſl form, and irrefragably prove 
it with the common ſentiment of Pro- 
teſtants, and that the DofFrines of 

uſtification and Chriſt's Satisfaion, 
cannot be duely Explained and De- 
fended conſiſtently with the denial of 
any Commutation of Perſons between 
Chriſt and Believers. 

This had been fairly repreſented, 
in caſe there could be no other ſenſe 
of Commutation of Perſons than what 
is aſſerted by Dr. Criſp, but there is 
a threefold ſenſe of it, very diffe- 
rent from each other. 

x. Such a Change of Perſons, as 
implies that One 1s Appointed and 
allowed to a& on behalf of others, 
and for their Advantage ; and this 
ſort of Commutation of Perſons the 
Socimians never denied; as I have 
ſhewed in the Diſcourſe of Satisfa- 

In _—_ Fon, P. 62, 190, 191. It is not 

cont EO” therefore the uſe of the Words, but 
the ſenſe of them is to be enquired 
into. For ſome may affirm a Change 
of Perſons, and yet be Socinians ; 

an 
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and others may deny a Change, and 

be far enough from*Socinianſm, ac- 

. cording to the ſenſe in which they 
are underſtood. 

2. Such a Change of Perſons as 
ſuppoſes One to be ſubſtituted in the 
Place of others, to become an A- 
tonement for them in order to their 
Redemption and Deliverance. And 
when ſuch a ſubſtitution is by the 
Will of God and Conſent of the 
Perſon who ſuffers; here is a Real 
Change of Perſons as to that Parti- 
cular End which is deſigned by it. 
And in this ſenſe Idid aflert a Change 
of Perſons between Chriſt and us, 
becauſe by the will of the Father 
and his own Conſent, he became a 
Sacrifice of Propitiation for our Sins 
in order to their Remiſſion, and our 
Reconciliation with God on ſuch - 
terms as are declared in the Goſpel ; 
as may be ſeen at large in the Dif- 
courſe already mentioned, particu- 
larly Ch. 4. SeF. 4. 

2. Such a Change of Perſons as 
implies an Actual Tranſlation of the 
Perſonal guilt of all the Sins of Be- 
lievers on Chriſt, and his Perfonal 
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Righteouſneſs on them , without 
regard: to any conditions on their 


Part, but merely by the free Grace 4 


and Favour of God. And this I take 
to be Dr. Criſp's ſenſe of the Change 
of Perſons ; of which I ſhall di{- 
courſe when come to the laſt Que- 
ſtion. - 

But the Authors of the firſt Paper, 
and of the Report, p. 4. ſeem to take 
it for granted, that there can be but 
one Senſe of Commutation of Per- 


| ſons; wherein they do not dif- 


cover their profound Knowledge in 
theſe matters, if they thought ſo ; 
or their Ingenuity, if they knew o- 
therwiſe, and deſigned to impoſe 
upon thoſe who did not. For it 
appears that thereis a Senſe in which 
it may and ought to be denied, with- 
out the leaſt prejudice to the Do- 
arine of Chriſt's Satisfaction. Al- 
though that cannot be Explained or 
Defended without ſome kind of Com- 
mutation of Perſons ;, yet it very well 
may and ought to be Defended with- 
out and againſt Dr. Criſp's ſenſe of it, 
as will be made appear afterwards. 


The 
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The Author of the Report, p. 5. 
ſaith, This is the very Hinge on which 
the Controverſie between the Orthodox 
and Socinian doth turn ;, which ſhews 
him to be not very deeply Skilled in 
it; for the hinge of the Controverſee 'is 
not about the Words, but the fenſe 
of Commutation of Perſons : and even 
the ſenſe is not the Original Contro- 
verſie, but Conſequential, upon our 
afſerting Chriſt's Sacrifice to bea Pro- 
pitiation for our Sins ; for upon this 
they ask how the A& of one Perſon 
can be ſo Beneficial to others? and 
te that we anſwer, . that although 
one Man's A& cannot become ano- 
thers, yet if by conſent both of the 
Father and Son, he becomesour Me- 
diator, and ſuffers in our ſtead, in 
order to our Reconciliation, then 
as to that end and yon here is 4 
"Change of Perſons : for whereas in 
ſtritneſs we ought to have ſuffered 
the Deſert of our own Sins, God 
was pleaſed to accept ofhis ſufferin 
inſtead of ours, and ſo by vertue 0 
that Propitiation we hope for the 
Remiſſion of Sins and the Favour of 


God, according to the terms of the 
B 3 Gos 
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Goſpel. And therein , conſiſts the 
true Controverſic between the Soci- 
nians and us, viz. Whether the ſuf- 
ferings of Chriſt were to be conſfide- 
red as a Puniſhment for our Sins, and 
as a Propitiatory Sacrifice to God 
for them, or only as an a& of Do» 
minion over an Innocent Perſon in 
order to his adyancement to glo- 
I), 

But it iS ſaid in the Report, p. 5. 
That if there be no Change of Perſons 
between Chriſt and as, there can be no 
tranſlation of the Guilt, nor a juſt in- 
fliFion of the Puniſhment of our Sins on 
Chriſt ; that is, there can be #0 proper 
SatisfacFion. 

To this I anſwer, that there is a 
twofold Tranſlation of Guilt to be 
conſidered. | 

, I. Of the Perſonal Guilt, which 
reſults from the Ads of fin commit- 
ted by ſuch Perſons. If this guilt be 
tranſlated, Chriſt muſt become the 
very Perſon who committed the fins; 
and fo he muſt be looked on not on» 
ly as an actual Sinner, but as the 
Perſon that committed all the Sins of 
thoſe for whom he died: which 


comes 
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| comes ſo near to horrid Blaſphemy, 
thatT wonder Perfons that bear any 
Reverence to our Blefſed Saviour 
do not abhor the very thoughts of 
it, 

2. Of Legal Guits, which lies in 

the Obli to' Puniſhment, by 
vertue of the Sanction of the Divine 
Law. - Now this Guilt implies two 
things : 
I. The Deſert of Puniſhment 
which foflows Perſonal Guilt, and 
cannot be transferred by a Change 
of Perſons; For no man can ceaſe 
to deſerve Puniſhment for his own 
faults; nor deferve (that another 
ſhould be puniſhed for them. 

2. The Obligation toundergo the 
deſerved Puniſhment, but becauſe 
the execution of Puniſhment depends 
both on the Wiſdom and Juftice of 
the Legiſlator ; therefore here a 
Change of Perfons may intervene, 
and by the wifdom and juſtice of 
God a Mcdiator may be accepted in 
{ach a manner as himſelf determines, 
and upon the Acceptance of his Sz- 
crifice the Offenders may be pardo- 
ned and received into the Grace and 
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Favour of God, on ſuch Terms as 
he hath declared in the Goſpel. And 
in this ſenſe the guilt of our Sins was 
charged upon Chriſt as our Media- ' 
tor, who was to bear the Puniſh- 
= of our fins; ſo as by Py of 
his —_— , we may notonly hope 
to eſcape the juſt Puniſhment of our 
Offences, but to be admitted into 
_— Privileges of the Children of 


But the Reporter out of a certain 
Mamſcript gives another Account 
of Commutation of Perſons, viz. That 
Commutation in a legal ſenſe is the ſame 
with a proper ſurrogation, where the 
ſurety puts on the Perſon, and ſtands 
zn the quality, ſtate and condition of 
the Debtor, and lies under the ſame- 
obligation to anſwer fr him. 

But this I have ſhewed long fince 
to be a very wrong Notion of Chriſt's 
SatisfaCtion : and which in effe&t 
gives up the Cauſe to the Socrnians : 
For if ſins be conſidered as Debts, 
God may freely forgive them (with- 
out diſparagement to his Wiſdom 
and Juſtice) without any SatisfaQi- 
pn; and the right of ——_— 

| then 
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then depends on God's abſolute Do- 
minion ; and Satisfa&ion muſt be by 
way of Compenſation ; of which I 
have treated at large, Ch. 1. SeF. 2. 
»lt, ButI cannot but wonder at the 
learned Author of the MS. that he 
doth at the ſame time afjert our fins 
to be conſidered as Debts, and the 
Neceſſity of vindi&ive Juſtice : For, 
what vindiFive Juſtice belongs to a 
Creditor 2 May not a Creditor part 
with his own Right, and forgive 
what and whom = leaſes, with- 
out any violation of Juſtice? I can 
hardly think, that thoſe who write 
ſo rudely and inconſfiſtently, ever 
penetrated into theſe Matters in their 
own thoughts; but only take up 
with a ſet of Phraſes and common 
Expreſſions among thoſe they con- 
verſe with, which they look on as 
the ſtandard and meaſure of Truth 
about theſe Matters, 

But he finds fault with ſome men. 
. who hold that Chriſt only ſuffered in 
the Perſon of a Mediator, and not in 
the Perſon of Sinners. What is the 
meaning of this? I had thought, 
that a Mediator interpoſing for _ 

en 
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end, that by his ſufferings thers 
might be a Propitiation for fins, did 
ſo far ſuſtain the Perſon of Sinners, as 
to take upon himſelf the puniſhment 
of their fins, and procure Grace and 
Favour for them. But it he means 
any thing beyond this, he muſt ex- 

lain himſelf. Chriſt ſuffered in the 

erſon of Sinners. Is it that he ſuffe- 
red that others might not ſuffer ? 
That is not denied by thoſe who ſay 
that Chriſt ſuffered in the Perſon of a 
Mediator. For a Mediator is a publick 
Perſon, and acts in the ſtead and on 
the behalf of others ; and if this be 
called ſuſtaining the Perſon of Sinners, 
Iſuppoſe they will not quarrel with 
the expreſhon. But if more be meant 
by it, viz. that the perſonal Guilt 
of finners, in Dr. Criſp's ſenſe, is 
transferred upon Chriſt, that they 
have to deny, asI hope to make it 
appear in anſwer to the third queſtj- 
EN. 

The ſecond Queſtion is, Whether 
the Author of Goſpel-Truth _ VIZ. 
Mr. Williams be chargeable with So- 
cinianiſm iz what he ſaid, p. 37. 40? 


The 
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The charge ſtands thus in the Re- 
port, P. 4. That he ſaith, there is no 
Change of Perſons between Chriſt and 
Sinners : which is there ſaid to be 
znconſiſtent with the DoFrine of Chriſt's 
Satisfattion ;, which muſt ſuppoſe a Com- 
mutation of Perſons. And therefore 
he that denies any Change, cannot aſ- 
ſert the DoFFrine of SatisfaFion. 

This is the force of the ObjeQion. 
And being defired to give my Opini- 
on of it, I examin'd and compar'd 
ſeveral paſſages in that Book, that 
I might judge truly and impartially 
concerning it. And I found the 
Author, p. 3. ſaying concerning the 
difference with Dr. Criſp, That it 
was not whether Chriſt had made full 
Atonement for ſin ;, which he there- 
by owned to be his ſenſe. And, p. 
7. more fully he owns, That our fins 
were imputed to Chriſt with reſpe@ ta 
the Guilt thereof; ſo that be by the 
Father's appointment, and his own 
conſent, became obliged as Mediator, 
to bear the puniſhments to the full ſa- 
tisfetion of Juſtice and to our a&tual 
Remiſſion when we believe, Can any 


thing be more clear and expreſs a- 
gain{t 
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gainſt Socinianiſm than this? There 
are other paſlages, p. 10, 19, 28,@«c. 
to the ſame purpoſe, but theſe are 
ſufficient to ow that he could not 
abſolutely deny any Commutation 
of Perſons. 

But in what Words doth he deny 
it? For it is poſſible there may be * 
ſuch Words uſed as may reſtrain and 
limit the "ſenſe ; and then it is very 
hard to force ſuch a ſenſe upon them, 
as is inconſiſtent with what he had 
ſaid before, for no man loves to 
contradi& himſelf; eſpecially when 
he knows what advantage will be 
taken by it. The words are theſe, 
Þ-40. The difference lies in theſe points. 
1. Whether there be achange of Perſon 
between Chriſt and the Ele 2 Tea, or 
betwixt Chriſt and Believers, This 
the Door affirms, and I deny. How 
can any perſons, in common Inge- 
nuity, underſtand this otherwile, 
than that he denied ſuch Change of 
Perſons, as Dr. Criſp affirmed 2 But 
againſt this it is urged by the Author 
of the MS. in the | ww; . 31. That 
his denial of a Change of Perſons, is 
ſo expreſs and full, as leaves no roon 


for 
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any diſtinFion , limitation or 
erin d Jo for an owning it in 
any ſenſe. What! not in the ſenſe 
that himſelf AC it in before ? 
This 1s v z eſpecially when 
he Goes what the Daor affirm- 
ed and he denied. There is a very 
ood paſſage to this purpoſe in the 

rſt Paper, mentioned in the 
p. 12. Not thinking it reaſonable or j 
to charge upon any Brother ſuch Conſe- 
quences of any Expreſſion or Opinion 
of his, which he himſelf ſhall diſown. 
Why then ſhould ſuch a ſenſe be 
charged upon him, which he dif- 
owns at the ſame time ? There muſt 
be ſomething farther in this matter, 
than appears to an indifferent and 
impartial Reader; what it is, is no 

part of my buſineſs to enquire. 

But that which muſt give the beſt 
light into it, will be the reſolution 
of the laſt Queſtion. 

The third Queſtion is, concernin 


, 


Dr. Criſp's Senſe of the Change of 


Perſons, whether it be true'or falſe? 
Which, I ſuppoſe, is truly ſetdown 
by the Author of the Goſpel-Truth 
ſtated ;, in theſe words, p. 38. Mark 


it 


ot, 


us 


Of the Sufferings Part II, 


it well, Chriſt himſelf is not ſo com- 
pleatly righteous, but we. are as righ- 


* Zeoms as hes, nor we ſo —— fon- 
ade 


Full, but Chriſt became, being m 
fim, as ſinfull as we : Nay more, we 
are the ſame righteouſneſs; for we 
are made the righteonſneſs of God 
that wery ſenfulneſs that we were, Chriſt 
zs made that very py before God. 
So that here is a dire Change, Chriſt 
takes onr Perſon and Condition, and 
ſtands in our ſtead, and wetake Chriſt's 
Perſon, and ſtand in his ſtead. 

Here is indeed 4 Change of Perſons 
ſuppoſed, but I do not find it pro- 
ved; and therefore is only to be 
looked on as an imaginary Change, 
which it is poſſible for Men to fan- 
fie ; but that is no ground to build 
a matter of Faith upon ; and ſuch 
as the Salvation of their Souls 1s ſo 
nearly concerned in. But to deliver 
my Opinion freely and: diſtinaly a- 
bout it, I ſhall ſhew, 

I. That it hath no Foundation in 
Scripture. FT -. 

2, That it is contrary to the Te- 
nour of it, and the terms of Salvati- 


on contained in the Goſpel. 
3. That 
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3. That it is attended with very 
bad conſequences, which naturally 
follow from it. 

x. That it hath no Foundation in 
Scripture. For which I defire it 
may be conſidered, that our blefſed 
Saviour himſelf in all his Preaching, 
who came to reveal- the Will of 
God to Mankind, faith nothing at 
all of it : and can any poſlibly think 
that he would omit ſuch a point, 
wherein, I perceive, ſome do think 
the ſubſtance of the Goſpel is contain- 
ed? All that our Saviour faith to 
this BR is, That he came to 
give his Life a Ranſom = many, Mat. 
20. 28, and that his Blood was ſhed 


. for many for the Remiſſion of ſins, 


Mat. 26. 28, What other Change of 


Perſons is here implied, but that of 
4 Ranſom, and 4 Sacrifice of Propiti- 
ation 2 He that knew beſt for what 
end he ſuffered, ſaith not one word 
of his taking upon himſelf the Per- 
ſon of ſinners, in any other ſenſe than 
as he ſuffered in their ſtead, and for 
their advantage. Here is nothing 
like his being as compleatly ſinfull as 
we ; and our being made as righteous 

| as 


ws 
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as he, And yet certainly he com- 
municated to his Diſciples thoſe 
points on which their Juſtification 
and Salvation depended. But how 
could they apprehend any ſuch 
Change of Perſons in this ſenſe, from 
any words uſed by himſelf to them? 
And all neceflary points of Faith 
were delivered by our Saviour to his 
Diſciples: And therefore to make 
ſuch a Change of Perſons neceflary, 
and yet not mentioned by him, isto 
charge him with failing in his pro- 
phetical Office, which all thoſe ought 
to conſider, who lay ſuch ſtreſs up- 
on this matter. 

But doth not St. Paul ſay, that 
God hath made him to be fin for as, 
who Fnew no fin; that we might be 
made the righteouſneſs of God in him? 
2 Cor. 5.21. I grant he doth fo, 
But do not theſe words imply ſuch a 
Change of Perſons as Dr. Criſp aſſerts? 
By no means, Which I thus prove : 
Dr. Criſp's Notion of the Change of 
Perſons, ſuppoſes the benefits of this 
Change toks antecedent to any con- 
ditions on our fide, viz. that it was 
by a Tranſa&tion between the — 

an 
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and the Son, "without? d to an 
a&6f outs : Biit when Apoſtle 


fpeaks of Chriſt's being made 
ren n; a gs "rj a 
$.0 in xe , NC 1UPPO at 
before we can have the benefit of it, 
we muſt be. firſt reconciled to. .Ged, 
which is an a& on our part; For to 
this purpoſe he faith, ». 18, 19. that 
after the Reconciliation. made by 
Chriſt at his Death, he had gly en to 
the Apoſtles the Miniſtry of Reconci= 
ation. To what purpoſe ?, Was it 
only to let them know what Chriſt 
already ' done for Mankind ? 


That were to'ſet up a Mimiſtery of 


Conſolation for Believers; but not of 
Reconciliation. But the Apoſtle lays 
great force upon it, that God had 
committed to them the word of Recon- 
ciliation.' Now then, ith he, we 
are Ambaſſadors for Chrift, as though 
God did beſeech you by us, we prey you 
in Chriſt's Pead, be ye reconciled to 
God, v. 20. They were by this M:- 

niffery of f Reconciliation, after what 
Chriſt had done and ſuffered, pray- 
ed , and with great earneſtnels, to 
be reconcile to God ? To what end? 

C 
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if according to this change of perſon, 
they were wore than reconciled to God 
already, if they were true Believers 


| for they were as righteous as Chri 


himſelf, and therefore muſt be in the 
Grace and Favour of God. If they 
were not Believers, then, according 
to this Scheme of the change of per- 
ſons, they could have no Benefit by 
it; and conſequently, this Miniftery 
of Reconciliation, is wholly ſubver- 
ted, as. to the great p and de-\ 
ſign of it. For either they were re- 
conciled already, or they never could 
be. And yet the Apoſtle, after 
thoſe words, v. 21. immediatel 
Enyoyn, ch. - $ _— my up + - 
ers together with him, beſeec 0, 
that » receive not the Grace ds 
vain. What can the meaning of 
theſe words be, if Dr. Criſp's ſenſe 
of the change of perſons hold good? 
Can they who are compleatly righte- 
onus, Ever receive the Grace of God in 
vain 2 And to what purpoſe doth 
he ſpeak of their working together 
with God, and beſeeching them not 
to do a thing utterly umpoſlible ? 
For it would be to undo what had 
'_ long 
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long fince been done between the Fa- 

and the Son in the change of per- 
ons. So that this Notion of the 
chan ve of perſons is as different from 
St. Pawl's, as may be ; for that ſup- 
poſes no conditions on our fide; and 
the Miniſter of Reconciliation in St. 
Paul, is wholly founded upon it, 
and really ſignifies nothing, as to 
theends he propoſes without it. For 
to what purpole is that appointed 
to perſwade men to be reconciled to 
God, if all that ever ſhall be admit- 
ted to Heaven were long ſince recon- 
ciled at the death of Chriſt, and they 
were made as compleatly righteous as 
Chriſt himſelf? 

It may be ſaid, That the Mzniſtery 
of Reconciliation is not uſeleſs, nt 
it is the means whereby God doth effe- 
Frally convey his Grace into the hearts 
of Believers. But this cannot ſatisfie 
any one that conſiders St. Paul's ex- 
preſſions: For his words are, We 
pray you in Chriſt's ſtead, be ye recon- 
ciled to God. If he had ſaid, That 
God had made Chriſt to be ſin for you 
already, and you as righteous as Chriſt 
was; how would it have looked to 

C 2 have 
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have ſaid after this, We pray you to 
be reconciled to God 2 For what need 
they any Reconcil:ation, who were 
already ſomuch in his favour ? 

But is there no Change of Perſons 
then implied in thoſewords of St. Paul ; 
Who made him to. be ſin for #s, who | 
knew no ſin, that we might be made ' 
the righteouſneſs of God in him? Yes 
certainly. Such a change, whereby 
Chriſt did undergo the puniſhments 
gore, and ſo Eraſmus obſerves, 
that Chriſt is not called a ſinner here, 
as Dr. Criſp would have it, but ſn; 
1. &. a Sacrifice for ſin, according to the 
Scripture-ſenſe : And we are made the 
righteouſneſs of God in him, i. e. That 
God upon the account of his Sacri- 
fice, and our Reconciliation to him, 
would treat usas righteous perſons; 
or receive us into his Grace and Fa- 
vour ; which is all that I can find 
that St. Pax! underſtood by this ex- 
preſſion. 

2. I am now to ſhew, that this 
Notion of the change of perſons, 
which Dr. Criſp aflerts, is contrary - 
to the whole Tenour of the Scri- 
pture, and the terms of Salvation 
con 
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contained in the Goſpel. I am ſen- 
ſible how large a field I am entred 
upon: And if I-ſhould purſue this 
matter as it deſerves, it would take 
up much more room than I can al- 
low to this Anſwer. I could eaſily 
prove that in all the TranſaGtions 

tween God and Mankind, ſome 
conditions on our fide were requi- 
red in order to his favour. So it 
was in the ſtate of Innocency ; ſoit 
continued after Man's fall, as ap- 
pears by thoſe remarkable words of 
Gqd to Cain; If thou doeſt well, ſhalt 
thou not be accepted ? If thou doeft 
ot well, ſin lieth at the door, Gen. 4. 
7. Soit was in God's dealing with 
the Patriarchs, and the moſt excel- 
lent perſons in the Old Teſtament, 
Abraham, Moſes, David, Job, &c. 
But I paſs over theſe, (although I 
ſuppoſe they will not be denied to 
have been of the E/eF, and to have 
hadthe benefit ofChriſts Righteouſneſs 
as well as Chriſtians)and come to the 
terms of Salvation, as declared by 
Chriſt himſelf. Let any one ſert- 
ouſly peruſe the Dofrine which he 
preached from the time, whey: he be- 
| C 3 gan 
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car to preach, and to ſay, Repent, f 
the Ei eedom of hei jo is at Fer 
Mat. 4. 17. And he ſhall find the 
main buſineſs of his Preaching was 
to put men upon performing ſuch 
conditions, as were neceſſary to their 
Salvation, and for that reaſon. As 
may be ſten in his Sermon oft the 
Mount, in which he begins with 
promiſing Bleſſedneſ$ to the humble, 
merciful, pure in heart, Mat. 5. 3, 4, 
&c, What do theſe things 
if they be not conditions on ottr 
parts neceſſary in order to Happi- 
neſs? And that they are conſidered 
by God as ſuch 2 Why doth he ſay, 
xcept your Righteouſneſs exceed the 
Righteouſueſs of the Stribes and Pha- 
riſes e ſhall in no caſe enter into the 
| iris of Heaven, Mat. 5. if ſuch 
a Righteouſneſs be not a condition 
yequired in order to ſuch Entrance ? 
And if it be, no change of Perſons 
without inward and real Righteouſ- 
neſs can be ſufficient. Our Saviour 
doth not ſpeak of what will be ever- 
tually in ſome perſons, but of what is 
required to be done in order to an 
end. And therefore he concludes 


his 
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his Sermon with ſaying, Whoſoever 
heareth theſe ſayings of mine and doth 

them, Twill liken him to a wiſe man, 

who built his houſe upon a rock, &c. 
Mat. 7. 24. Not he that believes 
that he is one of thoſe who is made 
compleatly righteous by a change of 
perſons, without any change of tem- 
per or diſpoſition of Mind : He ne- 
ver promiſes the leaſt d of Hap- 

pineſs to ſuch ; but ſtill infiſts on 

our own endeavours, By ſtriving to 

enter in at the ſtrait gate, which St, 
Paul calls, working out our own Salva- 

tion with Fear and Trembling, and 

St. Peter, giving all diligence to make 

or Calling and EleFion ſure. For, 

faith he, If ye dotheſe things ye ſhall 

never fall. 

Do not theſe expreſſions note the 
neceſſity of the performance of con- 
ditions on our ſide? And there- 
fore all imaginary Notions of ſuch 
2 change of perſons, as hath noregard 
to any ads of ours, is wholly re- 
pugnant to the main Scope and De- 
ſign of the Goſpel. I meddle not 
with the diſpute about the Moral 

C 4 Law, 
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Law, which muſt continue to ob- 
lige us as long as the reaſon of it- 
continues ; . but, the main \ argument 
to me is fromthe Goſpel, asit is de- 
livered by Chriſt and his Apollics 
who certainly underſtogd 'the Syb- 
ſtance and Deſren of it far;better than 
Dr. Cxiſp , or the Reporter doth. 
What: was tranſacted: between the-, 
Father. and the Son, 'we know no 
more than they have revealed to ys; 
and we know they had no deſign tq, 
impoſe upon Mankind, : by laying ſo. 
much weight upon ſuch conditions 
as God had no regard to ; and by. 
concealing from them ſuch a change 
of perſons, as made them compleatly, 
righteows. without any aCt of theirs. 
Men could never be reconciled tq 
the juſt Veneration and Eſteem we 
have of the Sacred Penmen. of the 
Scri peores, nor to their. Knowledge, 
of the Myſteries of, the Goſpel,. nor. 
to their Fidelity 1n. declaring them 
for the, good of Mankind. .. So that 
if we find nothing of this change. of 
perſons: in their: Writings, and , ſo 
much as 1s utterly inconſiſtent yith 
| It, 
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it, we have all the reaſon- in the 


World to reje& it. PP 4 

This Notion of the change of per- 
ſons is attended with hm, con- 
ſequences. Which I do not charge 
on thoſe who do not ſee them, or 
are carried by ſome higher Princi- 
ples above them ; but we are notto 
jadge of Perſons but of Thin 
and the natural Tendency of Prin- 
ciples. 

And ſo the Change of Perſons in 
this ſenſe hath theſe very bad Con- 
ſequences: That it is apt to leſſen 
our Reverenceof the Divine Perfe- 
Qions; our juſt ſenſe of the diffe- 
rences of Good and Evil ; Our Ob- 
ligations to all ſorts of Duties; it 
tends to the Diſparagement of that 
fee Grace they pretend to exalt ; 
and expoſes the Goſpel to the Re- 
proach and Contempt of Infidels, 
and leaves the Minds of thoſe who 
embrace it, under Great Temptati- 
ons to Preſumption. 


Theſe things I can only mention, 
becauſe you defired a ſhort Anſwer 


to 
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to your Queſtions, and I have 


brought it intoas narfow a Compaſs 
23s I could, mo 
| I ew, Sir,” 
Noo. 16. 97- | 
Tour Faithfull Friend end Servant, 


ED. WIGORN. 
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Mp. Sr, Lobb's Firſt Letter, 


-, Nov. 18, 1697. 


My Lord, 


Here being a Controverfic a+ 
 mong enters about the 
Arine of Chriſt's SatisfaQion, 
ſome of the moſt eminent among 
them ; [ſuch as Dr. B. Mr. H. &+c. 
did, in a Paper ſent to ſome other 
Brethern for Conciliation, metition 
your Lordſhip's ſenſe about the aſ- 
ſerting a Commutation of Perſons 
between Chriſt and Us, as nece 
to 2 due Explanation, and Defence 
of the ſaid Dodrine : and on the 
other hand, there is another of E- 
ſteem among us, who is for caſting 
off the Phraſe of a change of Per- 
ſons between Chriſt and Us, al- 


lowing only a change of Per- 


fon z upon which , he faith, 
your Lordſhip hath put an _ 
| | ſenſe, 
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ſenſe, viz. a Subſtitution of one 
Perſon in the room and place of a- 


nother. Your Lordſhip's Judgment 


, therefore being referred unto, it 


will be a moſt Chriſtian part, if you 
ſhall condeſcend to give us your ime 
partial thoughts of this point, asbe- 
mg likely, on both hands, to be ſo 
received as tocompoſe the difference 
between us. | | 

I am the more earneſt in this, bee 
cauſeI ſee, that ſofne are labouring 
to make Chriſt's Sifferings ſo merely 
voluntary, as not to be penal, or 
not properly penal, but umproper- 
ly and materially ſo: and our Sins 
not to be the impulſive, or not the 
near impulſive meritorious Cauſe of 
them. Bs 

There being no other end in fend- 
ing this, Thope, your Lordſhip will 
both pardon and anſwer the Re- 
My Lord, 
Your Lordſhip's moſt obedient 
' Servant, and ſoncere Honourer, 


Stephen Lobh, 
tn. 
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Anſwer to Mr. Se. Lobb's. Firſt 


SIR, i 
Our Letter, which bears date, 

Nov. 18. came not to my 
hands till Dec. 10. and in the mean 
timie, I doubt not, but you have 
ſeen my Letter. to Mr. W. wherein I 
have given my ſenſe of the things 
which are mentioned in yours ; and 
that with great freedom and imparti- 
ality, after Thad peruſed the Papers 


on both fides which came to my 


hands. AndI heartily wiſh you had 
ſent me your Letter after you had 
ſeen mine, that I might have remo- 
ved any difficulties you apprehend 
therein : For I defire to prevent all 
needleſs, as well as dangerous Con- 
troverſies among thoſe who truly 
own the Dodrine of Chriſt's Satisfa- 
Aion. And I cannot think a form 
of words capable of a very bad ſenſe 
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is to be inſiſted ſo much upon ; al- 
though others may have uſed it in a 
good ſenſe. And therefore there is 
no need to diſpute your Authorities 
about theSound and Orthodox Senſe 
ſome Divines have uſed thoſe Ex- 
preſſions you mention in : but the 
= ſtate of the Caſe at preſent is 


Dr. Cr. hath afſerted ſuch «change 
of Perſons between Chriſt and Belic- 
vers, from whence all the Antine- 
ian Principles do neceſſarily fol- 
Jow; as that God ſeeth no ſin in his 
= e, that no conditions are requi»- 
rea on our parts to make us partarers 
of the benefits of Chriff's Sufferings ; 
that Fuſtification is before Faith, &c. 
This Senſe of the change of Perſons 
was denied, as it ought to be, by 
Mr. W.' but allowing what is under- 
ſtood-by it, as to Chriſt's undergo- 
ing the Puniſhment of our Sins: 
on this, ' he is accuſed as rejecting 
ſuch a change of Perſons as is ne- 
ceſlary to maintain the Dodrine of 
SatisfaCtion; this, I confeſs, appear- 
ed to me very hard and unreaſonable 
proceeding ; asI have ſhewed in my 

; Letter. 
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Letter. ButI perceive by the Pa- 
pers you ſent me, that you diſown 
nowign Principles, which I 
was glad to find ; and therefore you 
cannot but diſqwn ſuch a ch 
of Perſons from whence chicy f5- 
low; or elſe you-muſt ſhew, that 
thoſe Principles do not follow from 
= which I think you will hardly 


0. 
Sir, Iam fo far from thinking you 
need to ask Pardon for your nn. 
to me about ſuch matters, that I ſhall 
be glad to hear farther. from you, 
and to underſtand what your Senſe is 
of my former Letter to Mr, W. as 
well as of this. For by what I can 
obſerve from the ſeveral Papers, it 
is a fondneſs for Dr. Cr. Notions, 
which lies at the bottom of all theſe 
heats; which ſeems to me to have 
been the true reaſon why thoſe Pro- 
poſitions were not condemned , 
which were taken out of his Books, 
and of others of his way. 

I cannot but look on thoſe Ant- 
nomian DoFrines, as of very dange- 
rous conſequence, to all that under- 
ſtand them, as well as tothofe who 
do not. But 
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- But I find by what you affirm of 
your ſelf, that all thoſe who op- 
poſe Mr. W. are not for Dr. C's No- 
tions; and as to ſuch there isnothing 
but a miſ-underſtanding of each o- 
ther, which may be y rectified 5 
if perſons be inclined to think well 


- 


of one another. 


I am, Sir, 
4g 


' Tour Faithful Friend and Servant, 
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My. Lobb's Second Letter, Dec, 
18. 1697. 


My Lord, 
'@\ a Perufal of your Letter to 
Mr. W. I was abundantly ſa- 
tisfied, in what you write about a 
Commutation of Perſons, the guilt 
of Sin, and your Confutation of Dr. 
Criſp ; only I wiſhed your Informa- 
tion had been more full than I per- 
ceive it was; for then you would 
have ſeen, that the Authors of the 
firſt Paper, and the Report, are not 
for a Commutation of Perſons in the 
Senſe of Dr. C. That your Lord- 
ſhip therefore may have a fuller ſtate 
of matters in Controverſie among 
us, I have prepared ſome Sheets for 
thePreſs, in which I have given the 
true Reaſons of the Diffatisfaftions 
of ſome with Mr. W. directing it to 
your Lordſhip ; becauſe you have 
ſo clearly ſtated our trne Senſe about 
D Chriſt's 
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Chriſt's Satisfa&ion. It is almoſt fi- 


niſhed, and I ſend you this humbly 
to beg your Lordſhip's Pleaſure , 
whetherT ſhall ſend it unto you now 
in MS. or not till Printed. 

My Lord, My hopes are, that 
God will bleſs your farther endea- 
vours for compoſing ourDiffgrences, 
at leaſt in the point of SatisfaQtion 
about which Iam moſtly concerned. 

Your's of the 12th came to my 
hands' this Evening, for which 1 
render your Lordſhip my humbleſt 
Thanks, 

In the Papers above-mentioned, 
you will ſee my ſenſe of your Letter 
to Mr. W. 

That Dr. C. hath afferted ſuch a 
change of Perſons between Chrift 
and Believers, as from whence all 
the Artinomian Principles do nece\- 
{arily follow, as that God feeth no 
Sin in his people ; that no conditi- 
ons arerequired on our parts to make 
us Partakers of the benefit of Chriſt's 
Sufferings ; that Juſtification is be- 
tore Faith, &*c. we entirely agree 
with your Lordſhip, whilſt we are 
neceſſitated to diſſent from Jones 

what 
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what you add about your Charity 
to Mr. W. not doubting, but that 
we ſhall be able to evince, that it is 
not a fondneſs for Dr. C's Notions, 
that lieth at the bottom of all theſe 
Heats. The true Reaſon why the 
Propoſitions were not condemned, 
you wlll find in the Papers prepared 
for the Preſs, in which your Lord- 
{hip will alſo obſerve, why the con- 
troverted Phraſes are rejected by Mr. 
W. and Mr. 4. I will wait for your 
Lordſhip's Commandments, being, 


My Lord, 


Your moſt Obedient Humble Servant, 


Stephen Lobb. 
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Anſwer to Mr. St. Lobb's Second 
Letter, Dec. 22, 1697. 


SIR, 

|| Am very glad my Letter to Mr. 
W. gave you any SatisfaCtion, 

as to the point of Commutation of 
Perſons, &c. Only you wiſh I had 
received fuller information of ſome 
matters of fat; which was a thing 
out of my power ; and Icould only 
judge by what I had ſeen. By the 
firſt Paper it did appear to me, that 
Mr. W. was charged with denying 
ſuch a Commutation as was neceſ- 
ſary to explain the Dottrine of Sa- 
tisfation ; whereas he only denied 
ſuch a change as was affirmed by 
Dr.C. If there be any thing more 
in Mr. W's caſe, I ſuppoſe I al ſee 
it in the Papers you are preparing 
for the Preſs; which I ſhall be glad 
to ſee when they are printed. I 
would not have you give your = 
tne 
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the trouble to ſend them before. For 
fince they relate to matters of fat I 
can be no competent judge of them. 
. IT am very well pleaſed, to find 
that you diſown Dr. C's Antinomian 
Principles : I think you would do 
your ſelves a great deal of right to 
condemn the Propoſitions which 
they infiſt upon. For I had ſome 
reaſon to believe, that they were 
too much favoured by ſome of your 
Brethren z but I ſhall not be ſorry 
to find my ſelf therein miſtaken, 


I aw, Sir, 


Your Faithfull Friend and Servant, 


D 3 An 
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An Anſwer to Mr, Lobb's Printed 
Appeal. 


ht —b—— 


CHAP. TI. 
Of the true occaſion of the preſent 


Difference. 


SIR, 


Have read and conſidered your 
Appeal ; and Iam very willing 

. to do my endeavours in order 

to the compoſing thoſe diffe- 
rences among you, which relate to 
the Antinomian and Socinian Contro- 
verſies ; and which I think cannot 
be ended without a clearer under- 


ſtanding of the* trze ſtate of both of 


them. For, if I benot much miſta- 
ken, the one hath given occaſion 
to the other ; and if the juſt bounds 
between them be duely ſetled, the 

pre» 
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preſent diſpute about the ſignificati- 
on of ſome doubttull Words and 
Phraſes, will fall to the ground, (as 
I hope to make it appear in the Pro- 
y- of this Diſcourſe.) And Iſhall 

heartily glad to contribute any 
thing towards the leflening any xeed- 
leſs as well as dangerous Controverſies 
among thoſe who truly own the DoFrine 
of Chriſt s SatisfaFion ; ſince it is 
now .out of my power to prevent 
them. 

But it was a Crwulity greater than 
I had reaſon to expe&, that you 
ſhould in the beginning of your - 4 
peal, render me your unfeigned thanks, 
not only for what relates to the Arti- 
cle of SatisfaFion, —_ my Confu- 
tation of Dr. Criſp : ſince I had in- 
timated to you in one of my Letters, 
that I apprehended, that a fondneſs 
for his Notions lay at the bottom of 
all theſe Heats. And I cannot fay, 
that my opinion is alter'd by your 
Appeal; of which I ſhall preſently 
give my Reaſons. 

But I muſt firſt take notice, that 
you tell me, that I have not been ſo 
fully acquainted with the matters in 


D 4 dif- 
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the Report, 
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Youre as could be wiſhed. Truly, 


d: 
whenI wrote my Letter to Mr. W. I 
went chiefly upon the Report, which 
you had publiſhed ; and I thought 
I might rely upon it. But I find 
ſince, ſome of your Brethren char- 
ging it with Diſorgenuity, Prevarica- 
tion, and Partiality, (Reb. p. 3.) but 
I ſaw no cauſe to ſuſpe& any ſuch 
thing, as to what I was concerned 
in; which was the giving an An- 
ſwer to the three Queſtions pro 
ſed to me. But wherein 1s 1t, that 
I have ſhewed my ſelf ot ſo þ ace 
quainted with the matters in difference 
among you. Is it, that I ſay, that the 
Authors of the firſt Paper, and the 
Report ſeem to take it for granted, that 
there can be but one Senſe of Commuta- 
tion of Perſons ? But if you refle& 
upon the uſe made in the Report of 
Mr. W's denying a Commutation of 
Perſons, as Dr. Criſp had affirmed 
z ; that therefore he muſt deny ſuch 
a Commutation as is eſſential to the 
Do@rine of Chriſt's Satisfa#ion ; you 
will eafily perceive, that the whole 
force of this Reaſoning depends up- 
on this, that he that denies it in any 
Senſe 
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Senſe, muſt deny it in all, Which I 
ſhewed to be very unreaſonable , 
ſince there may be and are ſuch diffe- 
rent Senſes of it. For there is a 
Senſe, asI ſaid; wherein it may and 
ought to be denied , without the 
leaſt Prejudice to the Do&rine of 
Chriſt's Satisfaction; and although 
that cannot be explained and defend- 
ed without ſome kind of Commuta- 
tion of Perſons, yet it very well 
may and ought to be defended, with- 
out and againſt Dr. Criſp's ſenſe of 
it. For in one of your Letters, you 
grant, That the Antinomian Dofrines 
do neceſſarily follow Dr. C's Notion of 
the change of Perſons : Either then, 
they muſt be owned to be true, or 
his ſenſe of it muſt be falſe. Butyou 
deny the former, and therefore you 
muſt yield the latter, and confeſs, 
that Mr. W. had reaſon to deny the 
change of Perſons in his ſenſe. But 
of this more afterwards. 

Or, do you think it argues, »»y 
not being ſo fully acquainted with the 
matters in difference among you ; be- 
cauſe I intimated, That I ſuſpeFed 2 
fondneſs for Dr. Criſp's Notions lay 

at 
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at the bottom of all theſe Heats? I 
muſt deal ſo freely with you, as to 
let you know, that the way you have 
taken to remove this Suſpicion hath 
confirmed me in it. "You put me at 
firſt in very great hopes of ſeeing an 
effeQual Confutation of it ; for you 
ſay, That the condemning the Pro- 
_ by your Brethren will. evince 
the contrary. This is indeed to the 
purpoſe. But where is this Cor- 
denmation to be ſeen? I hoped to 
find it in your Appeal, or at the end 
of it. But I was utterly diſappoint- 
ed ; and inſtead of it, you tell me, 
P- 43- that the reaſon why they had 
not done it, was, © That none of 
* the 49, whoſe names were to 
* the Teſtimonial before Mr. W's 
* Book, called Goſpel-Truth ſtated, 
* had recalled their hands; or ex- 
* prefled ſo much Diſ-ſatisfaQion 
« with what he had afferted, as was 
* expeted: Beſides, you ſay, Ha- 
* ving fince diſcourſed ſeveral of 
®* them, youfind them very willing 
* to declare their diſlike of thePro- 
© poſitions, and you are perſwaded 
* they will chearfully do it (but 

* when?) 
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*- when?) whenever fatisfation 
* ſhall be given to what Mr. VV. is 
* charged with. And is this the 
condemning the Antinomian DoFrines, 
which you promiſed 2 This only re- 
lates to ſome, whom you diſcourſed 
with ; and even theſe are for putting 
it off to the longeſt day ; or till Mr. 
W. confeſſes he hath wrongfully de- 
nied Dy. C's change of Perſons ; i. e. 
they will renounce Antinomianiſm , 
when Mr. W. confeſſes himſelf tobe 
an Antinomian : For you grant, he 
cannot own Dr. Criſp's ſenſe of the 
change of Perſons, but the Antinomian 
Do&rines muſt follow from it. Idonot 
by this intend to call in queſtion your 
Sincerity in oppoſing Artinomianiſms, 
for you havedeclared it ſooften and 
in ſuch a manner, that I muſt think 
very hardly of you, if I thought you 
could conceal a fondneſs for that Do- 
&rine under ſuch expreſſions againſt 
it. For you notonly tell me, that 
you have formerly written againſt 
It ; but you ſpeak againſt ſome of 
the Doftrines of it with great Indrg- 
24tion, p. 8. and you have ſeverely 
rebuked ſome of your Brethren for 

trimming 
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trimming too much in favour of Ax- 
tinomianiſm ; and ſay, That youre 
Def. ofthe ſed to ſet your Name to the new I1m- 


P- preſſion of Dr. Criſp's Sermons (when 


others did it who now blame you) be- 
cauſe it Iooked like giving too mmch 
countenance to the Notions in them. 
So that I do not at all queſtion your 


Zeal againſt Arntinomianiſm; and I 


do ſuppoſe ſome, more of your ac- 
quaintance may be of your Mind. 
But that which ſticks with me is, 
that the firſ# Heat which began a- 
mong you, was upon that zew Im- 
preſſion of Dr. Criſp's Sermons,which 
hath continued ever fince, but not 
managed ſo openly as at firſt; and 
therefore was wiſely turned into a 
charge of Socinianiſm, and put into 
your hands, who could not be ſu- 
ſpeed for Antinomianiſm. 

But I am now ſo much better ac- 
quainted with the matters in difference 
among you; that I doubt not, from 
the Papers on both ſides, to make 
this matter clear toany unprejudiced 
perſons; which will give great light 
to the following Diſcourſe; and as 


you deſire, lay oper the Wound in or- 
der to a cure. We 
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We are then to take notice, that 
about ſeven or eight years ſince Dr. 
Criſp's Sermons were thought fit to 
be reprinted with the addition of 
ſome new ones; and your ſelf con- 
feſs (which is very material) That 
you were deſired among others, to ſet 
your Name to the Arteſbation before it ; 
but you very honeſtly refuſed it ; be- 
cauſe you apprehended it would be taken 
for granted, at leaſt by the common 
people, that your name ſhould ſtand 
there as an Approval of all the Notions 
. i#n that Book, and enſnare many to a 
cloſure with the Errors contained in it. 
Which was a ſufficient Reaſon. But it 
ſeems others were more eafie in the 
matter ; for twelve venerableNames, 
in great Letters, appear in the begin- 
ning of it: (whoml forbear to men- 
. tion.) Itstrue, that the words of the 
Atteſtation go no further than, that 
the additional Sermons were faithfully 
tranſcribed by the Author's Son front 
his own Notes. But what need ſuch an 
Atteſtation of twelve Reverend Per- 
ſons, that Mr. Same. Criſp did not fal- 
ſifie his Father's hand > Was there e- 
ver ſuch an Atteſtation given to a 


per- 
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perſon of any tolerable credit > What 
muſt the World think, if no more 
were intended, of the Veracity of 
that Gentleman ? But itmay be ſaid, 
That ſome of theſe perſons afterwards 


cleared themſelves in another Teſtineo- 


zial to Mr. Flavel's Book againſt An- 


tinomiani[m. 


' T grant, that ſome of them bein 
ſenſible + - 


of the Reproach they lay 
under by that Atteſtation, did endea- 
vour to clear their Reputation, as 
to this matter in theſe Words, That 
whereas ſome weak people had miſun- 
derſtood that —_— 4 if they in- 
tended an Approbation of all that is 
contained in that Volume, they declare, 
they had no ſuch intention. But you 
tell us, that you refuſed to joyn in 
that Atteſtation, becauſe it would 
be ſo underſtood. And ſo you muſt 
be under the weak people, who did 
ſo apprehend the defign of it, or they 
who did not apprehend, that ſuch 
uſe would be made of it. Butasyou 
very well obſerve, Defence of the 
Report, p. 86. Theſe very perſons 
in that new Teſtimonial do affirm, 
That the difference between Dr. Criſp 


and 


- 
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and others ſeems to lie not ſo much in 
the things, whith the one or the other 
of theme believe, as about their order 
and reference to one another. But 
you truely anſwer, That you look oz 
the difference between the Orthodox 
and Dr. Criſp to be much greater thanx 
this fort of palleating Preface will al- 
low it tobe. And that if there be any 
thing dangerows in Dr. Criſp's Wri- 
tings, 4s you believe there is, the ex- 
preſſions there uſed, tend to enſnare 
poor people to believe them as ſound 
and true. So that you can by no 
means think, that theſe perſons 
have acquitted themſelves from gi- 
ving too much countenance to Dr. 
Cr Opinions. And one of thoſe 
Subſcribers hath fince ingenuouſly 
confeſſed, That this Impreſs 


more zealous among the united Bre- 
thren,to conſider of ſome proper expedi- 
ent toobviate the growth of thoſe Errors. 

And this was the occaſion of Mr. 
D. Williams's publiſhing his Book 
called Goſpel-Truth ſtated, wherein 
Aome of Dr. Criſp's Opinions are con- 
ſidered, &c. A Book, ſaith the ſame 

| perſon, 
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rſon, to ſay no more, ingenioufi 
ceo p. exaBly wcthodined , the 
Truths and Errors fairly ſtated, and 
for ought I can ſee, piouſly deſigned. 
This Book came forth at with 
the Atteſtation of ſeveral of his Bre- 
thren, not merely as to the right ſta- 
ting of Truths and Errors,but as a con- 
ſederable ſervice tothe Church of Chriſts, 
and asa means for thereclaimin oft ſe 
who have been miſled into ſuch dange- 
rows Opinions, and for the eſtabliſhing 

thoſe that waver in any of theſe Truths. 
Which are the words of it. | 
Mr. Williams declares in the be- 
ginning of his Preface, That he had 
been often ſolicited to this work by ſeve- 
ral of his Brethren; and that he was 
convinced, that the Revival of theſe 
Errors muſt make their Miniftery we 
$ 


 teſs, and Unity impoſſible. T 


bears date, May 4. 1692. 

we as the Author of - Rebuke 
expreſles it, p. 15. upon the coming 
forth of thi Book Fuck 4 ſtorm -4 
Paſſzon, ſuch Indignation againſt t 
Author and his Book broke out, as had 
almoſt m_ the united Brethren 
with their Union. The firſt publick 
| A 


I 
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AQ, whereby any diſcovered their 
Reſentments, was a Paper delivered 
in to the wnited Brethren, OZ. 17. 
1692. Importing a high and heav 
charge againſt the Author and his work, 
and ſubſcribed by ſix, three whereof 
never entred _ the Union, and 
yet now joyned it; accuſing hine 
breaking "_ 18. But et of 
united Drethres looked upon theſe 
Accu _ _ as frivolous, of 
ungrounaea :; 1Or 1ay they, They re= Anſwer to 
cited as My. Williams's Words, ke the Report, 
they found quite contrary to the Letter ©: 
of his e eons Upon this, one of 
the Subſcribers, a warm Advocate 
for Dr. Criſp (as he hath fince abun- 
dantly diſcovered himſelf) decla- 
red in a meeting of the wnited Bre- 
thren, That he would break of from 
their Union, becauſe they had taken 
#0 notice of the Paper Hl ObjeFions a- 
gainſt Mr. Williams's Book. 

hich Paper is fince printed by Nuneies. 
the ſame perſon; and to be ſure to Pt57 
have it ſeen, both at the beginning 4 
and end of one of his learned Trea- 
tiſes againſt Mr. W. but. with ſome 
variety. But the only thing conſi- 

E derable 
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derable in it, is, that among all the 


Exceptions then L in, there is 


not one word tending to the Charge 
of Socinianiſm againſt Mr. W. Can 
we imagine theſe zealous Brethren: 
ſhould omit ſo material a charge, if 
they had ſuſpe&ed it, or have 
ignorant of it, if there had been 
ground far it > So that if it be a 
juſt charge, it is a great Reproach 
= thoſe who delivered 1n their 

xceptions, and wholly left it out. 
It is txne, they very prudently re- 
ſerve to themſelves a liberty of 
bringing in farther Exceptions after- 
wards: but it is not conceivable, 
that they would have omitted this, 
it they had ſeen any ground for 
itz becauſe it would have made 
much more noiſe, as it hath done 
ſince, than any of thoſe ungrounded 
Exceptions (as the united Brethren 
called them) which they delivered 
in, 

But it is further obſervable, that 
ſome conſiderable time after this, o- 
ther ways being found unſucceſsfall, 
a perſon was appointed (whom I 
need not to name) to examine Mr. 

Williams 
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Williams Books, and to colle& out 
» Of them what Errors he could diſ- 
cover. And accordingly a Paper 
was drawn up cf Obje&ions againſt 
Mr. W. which coming to Mr. H's 
band, he printed it, which occaſi- 
oned a ſhort Reply by Mr. W. And 
here the Charge of Socinianiſm be- 
gan, which Mr. W. calls ſanderous 
in his Anſwer to Mr. H's Letter, p. 7. 
and makes this ſolemn Proteſtation 
' that he owned Chriſt's eternal Gene- 
ration as the Son of God, of one Eſ- 
ſence with the Father : that he owned 
the DoFrine of SatisfaFion by the Suf- 
ferings of Chriſt in our ſtead ; and that 
his Sufferings were Puniſhments ſatiſ- 
faFory to Divine Juſtice for our ſins ; 
that Chriſt was a proper Sacrifice, and 
himſelf the Prief that offered it upon 
earth ;, that his Obedience is properly 
meritorious of all our ſaving Benefits ;, 
and himſelf a proper *Avn\wye in his 

eath. | 
Now I appeal to your ſelf, whe- 
ther any perſon can in more proper 
and effeual terms clear himſelf from 
the charge of Socinianiſzr, than he 
hath-dogne in theſe words. I be- 
E 2 lieve 
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derable in it, is, that among all the 


Exceptions then "run in, there 1s 


not one word tending to the Charge 
of Socinianiſm againſt Mr. . Can 
we imagine theſe zealous-Brethren- 
ſhould omit ſo material a charge, if 
they had ſuſpeded it, or have 
i2norant of it, if there had been 
_ far it ? So that - it w4 
quit charge, 1t is a great Reproa 
= thoſe who delivered in their 

xceptions, and wholly left it out. 
It is trne, they very prudently re- 
ſerve to themſelves a liberty of 
bringing in farther Exceptions after- 
wards: but it is not conceivable, 
that they would have omitted this, 
if they had ſeen any ground for 
itz becauſe it would have made 
much more noiſe, as it hath done 
ſince, than any of thoſe nngrounded 
Exceptions (as the united Brethren 
called them) which they delivered 
in. 

But it is further obſervable, that 
ſome conſiderable time after this, o- 
ther ways being found unſucceſsfall, 
a perſon was appointed (whom 1 
need not. toname) to examine Mr. 

Williams 
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Will:ams Books, and to colle& out 
, Of them what Errors he could diſ- 
cover. And accordingly a Paper 
was drawn up cf Objeions againſt 
Mr. W. which coming to Mr. H's 
band, he printed it, which occaſi- 
oned a ſhort Reply by Mr. W. And 
here the Charge of Socinianiſm be- 
gan, which Mr. W. calls fanderous 
in his Anſwer to Mr. H's Letter, p. 7. 
and makes this ſolemn Proteſtation ; 
' that he owned Chriſt's eternal Gene- 
ration as the Son of God, of one Eſ- 
ſence with the Father :, that he owned 
the Do#rine of Satisfation by the Suf- 
ferings of Chriſt in our ſtead ;, and that 
his Soffering; were Puniſhments ſatiſ- 
feFory to Divine Fuſtice for our fins ; 
that Chriſt was a proper Sacrifice, and 
himfelf the Prieſt that offered it upon 
earth ;, that his Obedience is properly 
meritorious of all our ſaving Benefits 3, 
and — a proper Avn\uys in his 
eath. 

Now I appeal to your ſelf, whe- 
ther any perſon can in more proper 
and effectual terms clear himſelf from 
the charge of Socinianiſm, than he 
hath-done in theſe words. I be- 

E 2 lieve 
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lieve you to be no Antinomian, be- 
cauſe you have ſo expreſly declared 
your ſelf to be none; but not in 
words which can fignifie it more, 
than theſe are againſt Socimianiſm : 
and why muſt I not in equal Juſtice 
and Charity believe him to be no 
Socinian 2 But if after all he may be 
a Sociniarn and not know it ; why 
maynot others as well ſay, you may 
be an Antinemian, and not know it? 
You may ſay, That he uſes ſome Phra- 
ſes and Expreſſions as they do ;, but 
doth he aſt them in their ſenſe? Its 
poſſible, I may think you may uſe 
ſome expreſſions, as the Antinomi- 
ans do; muſt I therefore think you 
an Antinomian againſt your expreſs 
Declaration to the contrary >? Why 
ſhould not the ſame meaſure of Ju- 
ſtice and Charity. be uſed to Mr. W. 
which you would think reaſonable 
1nyour own Caſe? But of this more 
at large hereafter. That which I 


now obſerve is, that this charge of 


Socinianiſm was (0 lately begun; al- 
though it hath been carried on with 
ſo much noiſe and earneſtneſs fince. 
For in your Letter to Dr. Bates, in 

An- 
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Anſwer to Mr. Williams his foort 
Vindication: you have theſe words, 
Why did you make the intimation of Letter to 
Socinianiſm thrs publick ? My. H, 2": 30s 
carefully concealed that part from the 4 
World; and it was my Reſolution to 
have confined all Debates of it among 
our ſelves. As to your inſtances, they 
muſt be conſidered in their due place; 
but you take no notice of his Prote- 
ſtation againſt Socinianiſm : which I 
think you _ to have done. 

The next thing fit to be obſerved 
as to this matter, is, that it appears 
by the Anſwer of the anited Bre- 
thren to your Report, p. 3. that a 
number of the Brethren wasappoint- 
ted to conſider the Objections a- 
gainſt Mr. W's Book, who with the 
ObjeQors came to an Accommodati- 
on in that affair, by a Subſcription 
to certain Dodrinal Propoſitions, 
wherein no notice is at all taken of 
theſe Phraſes, which ſo much 
weight is now laid upon; and there- 
in is contained, ſay they, a promiſe 
' totheir utmoſt to avoid all appearance of 
oppoſition to one another ; and among 
thoſe Subſcribers your name appears, 
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p- 5. T hope, Imay, upon this Ap- 
peal, ask you, whether at that time 
you knew of this charge of Socima- 
_ to lie againſt Mr. W.or not? 
you did not, yet you _ no 
ofition as long as ons kept 
in the toms of chats a 
if you did know it, the matter lies 
harder upon you. For you to-pro- 


 #9iſe no oppoſetion, and yet think your 


ſelf at that time bound to oppoſe. 
But rather than charge yon with 
this, I believe this about Socinianiſne 
to be a game ſtarted afterwards ; up- 
on a freſh Examination of his 
Books. 

But in the mean time, what was 
done againſt the Antinomian Errors 2 
For we are to conſider, that not- 
withſtanding the expedient, the U- 
nion was ſoon broken, as the #nited 
Brethren (ay, and thoſe called congre- 
gational Brethren held a diſtin and 
ſeparate meeting, the very day and 
hour of the Week of their Aſſembling 
as united Brethren. To prevent a 
total breach, 3z the latter end of 1694, 


Anſwer to , ,,1mber was appointed to treat with 


the Repor?, 


p. 6. 


the diſſenting Brethren in order to a 
Re-union 5 
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Re-union : and they pretended no- 
thing for their Separation, bt that 
there were erroneous perſons im the U- 
mon. But to give ſatisfaction, -a 
new Paper of Propoſitions wasdrawn 
up, on the one fide, againſt ſuch 
Errors as they ſuf, and onthe 
other againſt Criſpian and Antinomi- 
an Errors ; and they tell us, That 
your ſelf, with three more were tmploy- 
ed in it; and that you were the perſort 
pitched npon to carry it to the diſſent- 
ing Brethren, Jan. 7. 1694. But 
they tell us withal, That this P 
was rejeted by them and no Anſwer 
ſent them concerning it to that day. 
And the Author of the Rebuke fait 
P+ 27. That no SatisfaGion could be 
obtained, they were inflexible 5 and 
would not comply in any one of the ſe- 
ven Articles propoſed. to them, and 
thus the breach became beyond the uni- 
ted Brethrens making np. And he 
adds, That ſome of the chief of the diſ- 
ſenting Brethren did both from proſe 
and Pulpit diſſeminate ſuch horrid O- 
pinions as filled all intelligent Perſons 
with equal Aſtoniſhment and indigna- 
tion ; a number. of which he there 
E 4+ - 
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ſets down, which are all Artizonm:- 
a: Dodtrines. And the wnited Bre- 
thren in their Anſwer repeat the ſame, 

22. and offer toprove them from the 

Books of the aforeſaid Authors, and 4 

great deal more, 1 If not worſe of the ſame 
aA 


ings, lay ch united 
Brethren, its manifeſt what the dif- 
ference is about, though a noiſe hath 
been raiſed about things remote from 

the true occaſion, that whil e we ſeemed 
to be only on the ys part their 


Errors maght receive enance, as 


if unoppoſed, and the Abettors thereof 
dear leſs appear the cauſe of our Di- 
viſions. 
 otwlthfianding all theſe Diſcou- 
ragements, they tell us, That three 
apers were drawn up in order to an 


Accommodation. The firſt Paper, they 


. lay, was concerted by one = Bre- 


thren, with ſome of the Diſſenters ;, 
but it was unanimouſly agreed to be laid 
aſede, with a ſecond Paper, that had 
en brought to them by another Bro- 


ther ;, but they pointed þ x of their 
|. xm to þ naps rub (Nan r, 


which they, after ſecerel ds FA conſe, Fae. 
_ Pr 


ration, unanimouſly agree 
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a Letter to the diſſenting Brethren , 
which is extent \1n their Anſwer to 
the Report, p. 10. wherein they de- 
clare, That they come as near to them 
as they could with Truth and Freedone 
from Ambiguity in points of ſo great 
concernment, and in a time, when ſo 
many are at work to propagate Crif- 
pianiſm ad Antigomianiſm, p. 14. 
The event of theſe Papers, as they 
inform us, was, That the diſſenting 
Brethren adhered to their own Paper, 
called the Firſt, and refuſed theirs, 
becauſe (ſay they, p. 25.) this doth 


provide ſome defence axcinſt ſome of 


the Errors which our ence is a- 
| bout. And after all, p. 27. they 
make this offer, That if the diſſen- 
ting Brethren will declare with then 
in renouncing thoſe Antinomian Er- 
rors there ſet down, they would ſub- 
ſcribe with them to ſuch a ſenſe of the 
doubted expreſſions, as might give 


nn, and to uſe their ve- 
ry Words and Phraſes explained in 
the Orthodox ſenſe. Which if they re- 
fuſe, it will then appear, that it was 
not any Yn in the Dodrines 
pretended by the Report, which _ 
the 
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the reaſon why they did not unite ; 
but that the differences are kept up from 
their Zeal for the forenamed Opinions 
of Dr.- Criſp, ard the Antinomians, 
which they think to be very errone- 


0. 
Thus I have ſhewed with as clear 
and convincing Evidence as theſe 
Papers would afford, what was the 
true occaſion of the difference, and 
what it is which keeps it up. 

I muſt not now paſs over what 
you have ſaid for the clearing the 
diſſenting Brethren from countenan- 
cing Antinomianiſm. And it is in 
your Obſervations on the farſt Pa- 
per, called Remarks, p. 9. where 
you ſay, that the publiſhing this 
Paper clears the Congregational Bre- 
#hren from Antinomianiſm. It was 
very good ſervice to them if it be 
found fo tode. But I think I have 
ſome reaſons to doubt it. 

For, (1.) Why are not the Arti- 
#0miarn Errors, which you look on 
as dangerous, plainly and expreſly 
condemned in it? You knew very - 
well, that they infiſted upon this be- 
fore, and your ſelf carried a Paper 

to 
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to that purpoſe ; to which no man- 
ner of ſatisfation was given ; but 
inftead of it, they went on preach- 
ing ſuch Opinions which they ac- 
counted horrid, ſcandalous and de- 
ſtraQtive to their Miniſtery, Either 
this Accuſation was true or not. * If 
not, thoſe Brethren ought to have 
been required in common Juſtice to 


make good their charge, by a folemn 
Meeting on both ſides. But this 


was never called for ; and therefore 


a ſuſpicion of guilt muſt remain on 
the Party accuſed, when they refuſe 
to make their defence before compe- 
tent Judges, and upon fair notice of 
the matters they intended to proceed 
tipon. This was ſufficiently intima- 
ted in the ſeven O—_— Jar. 
7. 1694, and more fully expreſſed 
in the Vote of the united Brethren, 
Sept. 15. 1695, Where. they ſet 
down diſtin&tly the Ertors they had 
colle&ed out of their Books, and of- 
fer'd to prove them by Book and 
Page, when it ſhould be called for. 
The Author of the Rebyke calls them 
abominable DoFrines, p. 25. and 
ſaith he will give « /ittle traſt of jen 
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few of them ; and cautions the Rea- 
ders to implore the ſpecial Grace of 


God to fortifie themſelves with that 


Antidote, leaft this little taft ſhould 
prove their Bane and Poiſon. And 
this little taft amounts to 21. Not 
one of which is renounced in this 
firſt Paper, which you ſay, doth 
clear the Congregational Brethren fron 
Antinomiamſm. 1 do think they had 
great reaſon to inſiſt upon a plain 
and dire& renouncing thoſe Errors, 
if they believed thoſe Accuſations 
true; and if they did not, they did 
very ill to publiſh them. For this 
muſt fill the world with ſuch Jealou- 
fies of them, as they can never be 
cleared from, but either by their 
renouncing the Errors, or the 0- 
thers recouncing the Accuſation. 
And I am of Opinicn, that neither 
the firſt, nor the third Paper can 
give any reaſonable Satisfattion as 
to this matter, without a renoun- 
cing the Artinomian Dodrines. For 
the Accuſation is now made publick z 
and the Nation is concerned as to 
the diſhonour done to Religion by 
them, But the united Brethren _ 

') 
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ſo much more reaſon to infiſt ſtill up- 
on it, becauſe in that which you 
call the healing Paper, (Rep. p. 14. 
Remark, p. 6.) Mr. W. is required 
to give SatisfaFion, not only as to the 
Dodrine of Juſtification, and change 
of Perſons, &c. but about any thin 
elſe, that any Brother excepts axcinf 
in the reſt of his Writings. Now 
this ſeems to me very hard and un- 
equal meaſure, that the one muſt be 
required to give ſuch a fatisfation 
as 15 hardly poſſible to be given, to 
he knows not whom, nor in what 
manner ; and on the other fide, when 


the whole Body of the united Bre- 


thren defire ſatisfaCtion in DoQtrines 
of ſuch im nce, none in effe& 
is thought fit to be given them. This 
to me looks like a kind of Inequality 
and Superiority, which the diſſen- 
ting Brethren challenge over the U- 
nited : | do not mean in a legal Ju- 
ri{diction,but in that which is worſe, 
which is Will and Pleaſure. And I 
think thoſe very eaſfe Brethren who 
ſubmitted to the firſ# Paper ; which 
was after rejedqed at the Meeting of 
their Body : but it ſeems although 


nine 
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nine of- them did it in ſeveral man- 
ners; yet the Diſſenting Brethren 
gavea very cold and indifferent Ap- 
probation of it ; not as a foundati- 
on of Re-union; but only, that they 
are glad tofind ſo good an agreement, 
as that Paper doth expreſs. Which 
being penned in ſuch general terms, 
was juſt none at all ; as will appear 
by the next Reaſon. Which'is, 

2. That there is no ſuch renoun- 
cing the Artinomian Errors in it, 
but thoſe who hold ſome of the 
groſſeſt of them may comply with 
them in it. 

To make out this, I ſhall inſtance 
in ſome of thoſe which the united 
Brethren charge the others with 
preaching and publiſhing, As, 

1. That Pardon is rather the con- 
dition of Faith, and much more ha- 
ving a cauſal influence thereunto, 
than Faith and Repentance are of 
Pardon. 

2. That fin it ſelf, as oppoſed to 
guilt, is laid upon Chriſt; and 
Chriſt was reputed a Criminal, not 
only by Man but by God. 


3. That 
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3- That the Doctrine of Juſtifica- 
tion before Faith is not an Error, 
but a great and mm Truth 
_ and therefore we believe, that we 
may be juſtified declaratively. 

'4- Unjon with Chriſt is before 
Faith, at leaſt Nature, and we par- 
take of the Spirit by Vertue of that 
Union, there is a compleat Union 
with Chriſt before the Act of Faith. 

5. It's a great Truth that God ſees 
nofin in a Believer ; and fin can do 


no real hurt to a Believer; God is 


not diſpleaſed with his People, and 
is not angry with the perſons of Be- 
lievers for their fins. 

6. Believers are as righteous as 
Chriſt, not in a way of Similitude 
but Equality. 

Theſe are the expreſs: Words 
which are charged by the united Bre- 
thren, Arſw. to the Reply, p. 12, 13, 
- And I think the Fundamentals 
of Antinomianiſm are contained in 
them ; let us now ſee how far theſe 
are cleared by the firſt Paper. 

I. It is ſaid, That Regeneration, 

epentance towards God, Faith in 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and holy Con- 


verſation 
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werſation are by God's expreſs word 
_ ly les to the flocks 
of a Sinner, &c. But this doth by 
no means reach to the Antimonmiar 
Do#rine; which is not that theſeare 
not neceflary to Salvation, as the 
Scri hath declared God's pur- 
poſe to work theſe things in thoſe 
he deſigns for Salvation; but that 
theſe are not made any.cond:tions of 
thenew Covenant on our part in or- 
der to our obtaining Juſtification 
and Salvation. 

Dr. Ci doth ſeem to exclude 
the neceſſity of our Obedience in 
order to Salvation, when he ſaith, 
It is a received Conceit among many 


_— Perſons, that our Obedience is the way 


Edit. 


to Heaven ; but I muſt tell you, 
that all this San#ification of Life is 
n0t a jot the way of that juſtified Per- 
ſon to Heaven. But we muſt take his 
whole ſenſe together. For he ſaith, 
however, That Sandification of Life 
3s ar inſeparable Companion with the 
Tuſtification of a perſon by the free 
Grace of Chifl And what is an in- 
ſeparable Concomitant in a perſon 
to be ſaved, is neceſſary by ay of 

| oy 
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Connexion to Salvation. He faith 
indeed, that Salvation is not the end 
of any good work ; but he adds, that 
there are other ends of good works ; as 
the manifeſtation of our Obedience and 
SubjeFion , the ſetting forth of the 
praiſe of the glory of God's Grace ;, the 
doing good to others, to be profitable to 
en ;, which, he ſaith, are the ſpeci- 
al ends that Obedience is ordained far, 
Salvation being ſettled firm before. 
_ we - t > oro 
pood Works are made neceflary as 
| thorny to Salvation, but not 
as neceſſary conditions in order to 
it, but for other ends, as Gratitude 
and Uſefulneſs to the World. In 


- another place, he ſaith, That with- 


out reſpet# to good or evil, the Lord 
hath everlaſtingly eſtabliſhed all that 
ever he meant to do. And there are 


#0 intervening As or Carriages 3-1 


. yours that make any alteration at 


in the Lord, at all to croſs what he 
hath written, to put in what be hath 
left ont : the Lord doth nothing to his 
people upon conditions in his people, 
&s if he did refer. himſelf ſtill to thoſe 
tonditions, and did ſpend what he 


meant 
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meant tq do to his people, till he did 
perceive how they would carry them» 
ſelves to: hizz. But what, then, are 
they to. do nothing? Nothing that 
concerns the: Peace, Comfort and Good 
of his People, that is already firmly 
eſtabliſhed , nothing with. an eye 
to their own advantage, that being 
already : perfetly compleated to their 
hands before. they do apy Fins, but 
ſimply with. an eye to glorifie God, and 
to ſerve their Generation, And. to 
the ſame purpoſe he ſpeaks 4n other 
places,., In -one of the. additional 
P. 141u83, Sermons, he ſaith, That God: himſelf 
" x hath infeperabl jojned Saluation 'and 
a holy Lafe, an bath promiſed the one 
| as well asthe other. So that Dr. Criſp 
 himfelf could have ſubſcribed your 
third: Paper..1n the words you have 
drawnup,' and have been glad, as 0- 
un were, that you were ſo far 4- 

greed, 

But-wherein. then lies the diffe- 
rence? - Dr: Criſp utterly denies, that 
in the new Covenant thereare any 

| conditions on our part, Mark what 
.7.81,186, Þ (ay, ſaith he, I ſay the new Cove- 
*59 #33 vant is without any condition whatſo- 

ever 
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ever on man's part. And-thishe goes 
about to prove, and after faith, 
that in way of condition of the"Cove- 
ant ye _ do nothing. But he'ob- 
jets conditions or no conditions 
fomething muſt be done; '1+ is tywe, 
faith he, by way of conſequence, 'that 
after we ave in Covenant with God, he 
will beſtow theſe things upon ws as 
fruits and effets of that Covenant : but 
tt is not true, by way of Antecedence, 
that God doth require theſe things at 
our hands before we ſhall be partakers 


of the Covenant. Again he objedts, 


If all lies on God's part, and man 


muſt do nothing, then all his life- 


time he may do what he lift. He 
anſwers, Tow mnſt make 4 difference 
between doing atty thing in reference 
fo the Covenant, as the condition 
thereof z and in doing ſomething iti 
_—_ to ſervice and duty to that 
od, who freely enters into Covenant 
with you. I ſay only that in way of 
condition of the Covenant you muſt 
do nothing. But is there no obliga- 
tion on man's part to perform ſome 
conditions as to the benefits of the 
Covenant? No; he faith exprefſly, 
F 2 That 


P. 8L 
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e.8:. That the whole performance of the Co- 


P. 84. 


P.153- 


venant, lies only upon God himſelf, 
and that there is not one Bond or Ob- 
ligation on man to the fulfilling of the 
Covenant, or partaking in the benefits 
of th Covenant. This ſeems to be 

ange Dodrine z but he goes far- 
ther, and denies evex Faith it ſelf to 
be the condition of the Covenant. He 
objects that it is ſaid, that he that be- 
lieves ſhall be ſaved, and he that be- 
lieves not ſhall be damned. But he 
anſwers, .that there is no perſon ſhall 
be ſaved, till he have believed. This 
I grant ; yet this will not make Faith 
the condition of the Covenant. For 
then the Covenant would depend wpon 
a work, For our a of believing is a 
work, And in- another place he 
ſaith, that it is a bringing back a Co- 
venant of works to believers, to ſay, 
that it ſhall fare well or ill with them, 
as they can obey, or as they do diſobey 
the Lord God. Here we ſee that he 


| takes conditions on our part to be 


no leſs than making void the Cove- 


nant of Grace, and ſetting up the 
Covenant of Works. 


And 
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- And is this part of Dr. Cr:ſp's Do- 
Erine difowned or renounced by 
thoſe who' are called diſſenting Bre- 
thren 2 So far from it, that one of 
them hath fet himſelf to defend it : 


and he laysdown this Aﬀertion, That Nemes. 


neither Faith, nor any other gracious 
qualifications are federal conditions or 
conditions of the Covenant of Grace. 
And this man's name is among the 
Subſcribers of the firſt Paper, by 
which we may judge how it was un- 
derſtood by them. The force of 
all his Reaſons, ſuch as they are, is 
built on this Suppoſition, That all 
federal conditions are meritorious, and 
make the reward of Debt and not of 
Grace: and then there is no diffe- 
; rence between a Covenant of Works and 
of Grace. From hence he faith, 


135. 


that Chriſt is the ſole condition of P. 138. 


the Covenant of Grace : and that it's 
impoſſible any thing elfe ſhould be the 
condition of it. 

But by condition he means the * 
foundation ; for faith he, nothing 
elſe can recancile us to God in bearing 
the fin and curſe. But this is far e- 
nough from being the true ſtate of 
F 3 the 
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the queſtion; which doth not relate 
to the fundamental condition of the 
Covenant of Grace it- ſelf ; but to 
the manner of the Communication 
of the benefits of it tous.” And one 
wonld think it were ealie for men to 
conſider. the difference between a 
condition of Purchaſe, and a condi- 
tion of Poſſeflion, the Purchaſe be- 
ing paid. Will any man ſay, that 
there,canbe no condition of Poſleſ- 
ſion, but it muſt have the price of 
the Purchaſe in it? , The ſole queſti- 
on in this caſe, is not, whether by 
any conditions on our part, we can 
merit pardon of {11 or eternal lite, 
or increaſe of Grace? For we utter- 
ly renounce all ſuch Dodrines as are 
repugnant to the deſign and grace of 
the Goſpel ; but whether Chriſt, 
who alone hath purchaſed Redem- 
ption for us, hath not required ſome 
conditions on our parts to fit us for 
the Participation of the benefits of 
this Redemption? And the Cove- 
nant of Grace being founded in the 
Satisfaction. of Chriſt, the conditi- 
ons on our: part can- be. no other 
than conditions of Jxtereſt; : Recepti- 


, = 
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on, or. Participation of the-Jaid Cove- 
"nant. Bnt even theſe are denied b 
-Dr. Criſp: for he will not allow ſo 
much *as fitneſs on onr fide agap 
pears by theſe remarkable words of 
his. Chriſt looks not for fitneſs, but Serm. p. 
people may. be capable of Communion *%*. | 
with him without fitneſs ; he takes 
them into Communion with himfelf, 
and afterwards fits them for ſuch 
Communion, as he would have them ;, 
but before-hand there is no fitneſs ; 
ſuppoſe what fitneſs you- will in expe- 
Fing of the Grant, I ſay, in expeFing 
the grant of Chriſt, fitneſs or not fit- 
neſs is all one. 

But do not all conditions ſuppoſe 
the reward to be of Debt upon the 
performance ,of them, and conſe- 
quently imply ſomething of merit 
of Congruity, although there be no 

ondignity in them ? 

I anſwer, that where there is any 
true merit, which makes the reward 
of Debt, there is, as St. Paul faith, 
a foundation of Boaſting ; 1. &. a 
right to challenge thereward as due 
on the account of the performance. 
But where only a ftreſs is required, 


F 4 and 
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and that fitneſs depending upon dj- 
vine aſhſtance, —_ «a d infi- 
nitely beyond the Performance , 
there is not the leaſt colour for me- 


rit, or for any ground of Boaſting, 


CHAP. 
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CHAP.IL 
The Myſtery of Antinomianiſm 
® - laid open. © 


B UT concerning this whole mat- 
ter, it may be ſaid, That as long 
& both Parties are agreed, that there js 
« neceſſary Connexion between Holineſs 
end Happineſs ;, and that there are re- 
lative conditions on our parts required, 
although not federal ;, all the "ef eems 


re ; 
to be a diſpute about words, of - PR 


ny reaſonable terms of Accommodation 
ought to be accepted. 
To which I anſwer, That if there 


had been no more in the Contro- 
verſie than what is contained in 
thoſe terms, it might have been 
fairly and eaſily accommodated; 
but I am of opinion, n there a 
greater Myſtery in Antinozriani 
than this; yl ought to be laid 6- 
pen to prevent -the Miſchief of it. 
or all this Diſpute about conditi- 
ons on our part depends upon ano- 
ther, and if that hold, this muſt _ 
ow 
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low as the conſequence of it ; and 
ſeveral other things which Dr. Criſp 
ſaw very well had a Con- 
nexion: with each other ; like.a 
fair dealer in Controyerlie, owned 
them all. 

I come therefore tothe next thing 
inthe firſt Paper," which you (ay, 
clears the diſſenting Brethren fok the 

of Antinotiitanifm. Your 


Report, p. WOrds are, That touching a change * df 
" Rem. Perſons between Chriſt wF Belieoedy, 


there 3s no phyſical change, whereh, 
Chriſt \and FA ievers do mn ſubtree 


. —_ one another ; nor a moral chart 


whereby Chriſt ſhoul jd become inbepeite- 
ly finfull, and Believers thereby be- 
cove immediately innocent and ſorleſs.; L5 
but the change is only in a legal 

Obriſt, "by conſent between the Fither 
an him, putting on the perſon, and 
_ into the room'und ſtead of fim- 

-'Now 1 ſhall make it appear, 

ke you have not herein price icg 
Dr. Crifp's ſenſe of the chang Per- 
rs, from whene& his oth Do- 
Fines follow. "> 

-5:To make this out, T ſhall prove 
efiat Dr. Criſp did 'not' affert ſuch! " 

change 
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change from whence it Fo ira 
that brift was inherently ſin 

In his firſt Sermor, 'p. 10; bach 

theſe words; \Þ 'oie word, *Belvutl, 
ſtake me not; Tem far from Hik- 
Ing any Believer 5 is freed < $17 attr of 


$72, from Hav 
ad oo bitt 4. 7x Fees beet jon 


the cha iter fins are chare- 
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1s not an dtfual Sinner, but 
Chr is Fl the 1; qe the W, "i 
wtation. By e 
- Mer real Tranſation, vga 
pear afterwards. Again, p. 267. . 
loved, miſtake me not, T 'fay not that 
ever Chriſt was ' or rogl be "ty AF&ar 
or Committer of any Tranſereffion, 
he never committed any ſin bl 
Not that he was the Afor of any Tranſ- 
00 And more fully, P. 283. 
here is a Real 49, God doth 
ds hoot ly paſs over Sin upon him, ſtill 
beephvg this faſt, that Chrift aFfed no 
Sin's, ſo that 1n reſpe@& of the Aﬀ not 
ore Sin of the Believer is oak 


but in reſpet? of I ranſgreſſi Jon. 
| we Anja in reſpe® of paſ- 


counts from one Head to ano- 
ther, 


P. 28. 


76 


Of the Sufferings Part Il. 


ther , in reſpe# of that there 15 a 
Reality. of making of Chriſt to be 
$:z. $0 that when you deny Chriſt 
to have been imherently ſinful, you 
ſay no more than Dr. Criſp -him- 
ſelf hath done: for he could not be 
#rherently ſinful}, unleſs he were an 
attual ſinner. But we muſt obſerve, 
that although hedenies this, yet he 
affirms, That Chriſt was as really the 
Tranſgreſſor, as the perſon that did 
commut the -ſin ;, or as if wa had 
aFnally committed Tranſereſſuon. Now 
T would fain know, why thoſe words, 
mherently ſonfull were put in, in- 
ſtead of being as really a Tranſereſ- 
ſar; unleſs it were to do Dr. C. and 
his Friends a kindneſs. For when 
in your Appeal you diſown the 
Principles of Artinomianiſm, p. 8. 
you ſay, That- you rejeF the opinion 
of thoſe who hold, That upon tranſ- 
ferring the guilt of our ſins upon Chriſt, 
he is to be eſteemed the perſon that com- 
mitted all the ſins of thoſe for whom 
he died; or that the turpitude and 
filth of our ſins was transferred upon 
bim, which is a Notion equally falſe, 
blaſphemous and impaſſible. "This is 

as 
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as much as can be expeQted, ſuppo- 
ſing that you mean, that he was nei- 
ther the aFual Tran(greſſor, which 
Dr. C. denies, nor, that he had the 
perſonal Guilt of our fins upon him 
which Dr. C. did aſſert, and built his 
whole Hypotheſis upon itz as I ſhall 
now make it plain. ' 

This ſeems to be a great Myſtery ; 
but it is really the foundation of 
Ant inomianiſm, viz. That Chriſt had 
the perſonal guilt of our Tranſereſſions 
charged upon hint, -and ſo he was as 
fenfull as we , and that by his diſcharge 
of it the guilt of their ſins is removed 
from them :;, and ſo no longer chargea- 
ble upon them ; and by their change of 
Perſon with Chriſt, they become as cont- 
pleatly righteous as he. Dr.Criſp himſelf 
calls it a Myſtery, and well he might. 
Beloved, ſaith he, here is a ſtrange 
Myſtery :, the world will not receive 
it, unleſs they receive this Principls 
we are nowupon, namely, That "= In- 
zquity it ſelf of his people is laid upox 
the BR FOB p. he By Tor 
ty it ſelf, he ſaith, he means the fault 
of the Tranſgreſſwn it ſelf. P. 270. If 
thou haſt part #2 the Lord Chriſt, all 

theſe 
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theſe Tranſgreſſrons of thine become a» 
Fl on i of Chriſt , 
and ſo ceaſe to be thine, and thou cea» 
ſeſt to be a Tranſgreſſor from that time 
they were laid upon Chriſt, to the laſt 
hour of thy Life. 1b. So that now thou 
art not an Idolater, &c. Reckon what 
fin ſoever you commit, when as you 
have part in Chriſt, you are all that 
Chriſt was, Chriſt is all that you were, 
—— Mark it well; Chriſt himſelf is 
not ſo compleatly righteous, but we are 
as righteous as he was ;, nor we ſo 
compleatly ſonfull, but Chriſt became, 
being made jin, as compleatly fenfull 
as we: nay more, the righteouſneſs 
that Chriſt hath with the Father, we 
are the ſame righteouſneſs, for we are 
made the righteouſneſs of God; that 
very ſenfulneſs that we were, Chrif is 
made that very ſinfulneſs before God. 
So that here is a dire change, Chriſt 
takes our perſon and condition, and 
ſtands in our ſtead ;, we take Chriſt's 
perſon and condition, and ſtand in his 
ſtead. Theſe are his own words, 
and contain in them the very foun- 
dation of Artinomianiſu. 


Put 
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But my buſineſs at preſent is.about 
the transferring our very faults upc 
Chriſt, which he calls, the guilt of 
the fa, and not the mere guil# of 
Puniſhment. Many men, faith he, 
P. 266. are ready to think, that the 
guilt (ſuch as they call guilt) and the 
puniſhment of fin lay upon Chriſt Tn 
deed, but femply the wery faults that 
men commit, that is, that the Tranſ- 
greſſion -it ſelf is become the Tranſ- 
ere[ſron of Chriſt is ſomewhat harſh. Yes 
indeed itis, and more than-ſomewhat. 
But let us ſee how he proves it ; and 
he undertakes to do it by Scripture * 
and Reaſon. But the miſchief of it 
is, that in the one he argues like a 
Papiſt, and in the other like a Soci- 
nan. 

Firſt, he ſaith, he will endeavour 
to clear it by manifeſt Scripture, that 
ſemply, without any Equivocation, ſim- 
ply, T ſay, Iniquity it ſelf not in any 
figure, but plainly ſin it ſelf was laid 


pon 'y 
Some have been ready to conceive, 
that Iniquity in the Text is ſpoken fi- 
gnratively; Iniquity, that is the pu- 
niſhment of Iniquity was laid upon rar 
u 
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uſt as Proteſtants, when they are 
Id, this is my body 1s in the Text, 
ſay, it is to be figuratively under- 
ſtood. But ſee, ſaith he, how care- 
full the Spirit of God is, to take away 
all ſuſpicion of figure in the Text ; 
there is iniquity, Tranſereſſion and 
Sin. And it is ſtrange, that all thoſe 
three expreſſions ſhould ſtill be under- 
ſtood of puniſhment, and not ſimply 
of fon it ſelf without any figure. Not 
one jot ſtranger, than that, #his is 
my body, ſhould be figuratively un- 
derſtood, when the literal ſenſe is 
neither agreeable to Scripture nor 
Reaſon. 

For the ObjeFion about guilt, that 
the Lord lays the guilt and puniſh- 
ment, and not ſimply the ſin it ſelf for 
ought that I can ſee, ſaith he, it zs @ 
ſimple ObjeFion. So do the Papilſts 
ſay, as to our ObjeQions agai 
Tranfubſtantiation,that they are ſ- 
ple ObjeFions taken from carnal rea- 
ſon ; but we ought to ſubmit to the 
plain Letter of Scripture. 

Buthow is this {mple ObjeFion an- 
ſwer'd ? 


(1.) That 
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(1.) That the Scripture doth not 


mention the gnilt Fl as diſtin 
fron for it ſelf, and Chriſt is never 
ſaid to bear the guilt of ſin, but tobear 
I. 

f And is this a wiſe Anſwer to the 
 ſemple ObjeFion 2 When every one 
that is converſant in the Idiom of 
Scripture, knows that the ſame word 


is often uſed for the fin and the pu-. 


niſhment of it ; and the beſt Inter- 
preters cannot tell ſometimes which 
to render the original word by. 
Why then may not Chriſt be ſaid to 
bear our $75, when he bears the Pu- 
niſhment of them? But Puniſhment 
is not Guilt, Butit is ſuch a Conſe- 
quence of Guilt, that therefore one 
is often taken for the other. But to 
ſay, that he had the Guilt laid upon 
him and not the ſin, is to contradid 
Scripture. How can that be, if the 
Puniſhment and the Sin be of the 
ſame importance, when Chriſt :s ſaid 
to bear Sin? But the Puniſhment 
muſt then have relation to the Sin as in 


the ſame Perſon. 


"G To 


$1 


82 


Of the Sufferings Part II. 


To anſwer this diſtinaly and 
clearly, I ſay, that there are three 
ways our Sins may be ſaid to have a 
relation to Chriſt's Sufferings, as a 


| Puniſhment for them. 


(1.) Asa mere external impulſeue 
cauſe, which being conſidered alone, 
amounts to no more than an occaſi- 
onal Cauſe; and gives no proper 
Reaſon for Puniſhment : and ſo far 
the Socrmans will go. | 

(2.) As this impulſive cauſe be- 
comes meritorious by the voluntary 
act of Chriſt's undertaking to ſati(- 
fie Divine Juſtice for our Sins, by 
making himſelf a Sacrifice of Atone- 
ment for them. But ſtill they are 
conſidered as our Sins; and not as 
hisown; any farther, than thatby 
his conſent he took: upon himſelf 
to bear that guilt which relates to 
Puniſhment ; and ſo they come to 
be juſtly charged upon him. 

(3.) As the perſonal Guilt of our 
Sins 1s ſaid by Dr. Criſp, to be tranſ- 
ferred on Chriſt, the fault of our 


P. 170. Tranſereſſions themſelves, ſaith he, is - 


ſatd to be upon him : ſo that in reſpe# 


of 
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of the reality of being a Tranſoreſſor, 
briſt is as 4 the Than, gh 
the perſon that did commit the ſin was 
4 Tranſgreſſor before Chriſt took the 
Tranſereſſion upon him. Theſe are 
his own words, and leaſt any ſhould 
miftake him in a point of ſuch con- 
—_ he repeats them And this 
of God's laying them upon hint 
makes Chriſt as really a Tranſgreſſor, 
as if he himſelf had aFually committed 
Tranſgreſſion. And again, Chriſt by 
this TranſeZimn and laying on of ſn, 
doth now become or did become when 
they were laid, as really and truly the 
perſon that had all theſe ſins, as thoſe 
men who did commit them really and 
truly had them themſelves. In ano- 
ther place, The Lord hath laid this 
iniquity upon him, he makes a real 
Tranſation, Chrift ſtands as very 4 
ſonner in God's eyes, as the Reprobate, 
though not as the Afor of theſe Tranſ- 
prov ia yet as he was the Surety, 
the Debt became as really his, as it 
was the Principals before it became the 
Sureties. 


G 2 But 


$3 


P. 2674 


P. 281, 


P. 358- 
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But do not theſe words explain the 
reſt, and that he doth not ſpeak o Gs for 
as a phyſical aF ;, for he denies Chrs 
to have been an anal Dakſs 
but only in a moral Senſe, that he did 
bear our Sins by Imputation £ 

Tq this I Ar ro (1.) That he 
uttetly denies the ſenſe of Imputati- 


P.:80,181, 0, 2s It 1 oppoſed to a real Tranſ(- 


286. 


P. 28, 


' ation + and ſaith, it ſuppoſes a mi- 
ſtake in God to eſteem of things o- 
therwiſe than really they are; and 
that there 1 = =_ one age of Scri- 
ture, which ſpeaks of imputi 
_ fins to Chriſt. But if — <p 
be allowed, he faith, it hath reference 
to the truth and reality of the thing z 
as Lev. 17. 4. 1 Sam. 22. 15. Be- 
ſides, he faith, That God hath no 6+ 
ther thoug hts of things than as they 
are, he "Limſelf doth either make or d5- 
poſe of things. ' So doth be eſteem and 
— Z things, and conſequently of 
he ſay, he doth lay or hath laid 
- upon Chriſt,. and that he hath 
;— Fs: the Believer from all Inz- 
quity, certainly God doth ſuppoſe and 
eſteem things to be thus as he Li diſ- 


poſed of then. _ (2.) He 
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. (2.) He doth affert ſuch a laying 
Iniquity upon Chriſt, from whence 
the immediate Diſcharge follows as 
to the-actual Sinner, who hath any 
ſhare in him. So that the Tranſla- 
tion is ſuch as from that time no a- 
Qual Tranſgreſfion lies upon him : 
and he ceaſes to be a Tranſgreflor, 
and his fins are no longer his but 
Chriſt's, as appears from .his words, 
His meaning then , is, that there is 
ſuch a real Tranſlation of the guilt 
of fin upon Chriſt, that no kind of 
guilt doth from thence forward re- 
main as to the aCftual Tranſgrefſor. 
And ſo there can be no Remiſlion 
of Sins, nor Juſtification afterwards; 
no condition in order to Pardon ; 
 nocharging Sin upon Believers; no 
true Faith but believing that their 
Sins are already forgiven, &c. And 
if theſe things do not. ſubvert the 
whole Order and Defign of the Go» 
ſpel, it is hard to contrive a Scheme 
of Dodrines which doth it, and yet 
retain the Profeſſion of it. But 
theſe are Dr. Criſp's words in ano- 


ther place; All the Weight, all the 
G 3 Burden, 
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Burden, all the very Sin it ſelf is laid 
upon Chriſt, and that laying of it up- 
on him is a full diſcharge and general 
releaſe and acquittance unto thee , 
that there is not any one ſin now to be 
charged upon thee. So that a full 
Diſcharge *is the immediate conſe- 
quence of laying our fins upon 
Chriſt. 

( 2.) He anſwers about Guilt, 
That it is not an Obligation to Puniſh- 
ment, but that it Relates tothe Fad ; 
as when a Malefaor pleads Guilty or 
not Guilty ; the meaning is, whether 
the Fa was done by him or not. And 
therefore to ſay the Guilt is laid upon 
Chriſt, but not the Sin, is to ſay the 
Sin xs laid upon Chriſt, and Sin is not 
laid upon Chriſt, which 'is a contra- 
dition. 

In anTwer to this, it will be ne- 
ceflary to clear this matter about 
Guilt ;, for a great deal depends up- 
on it, both asto the Artinomian and 
Socinmian Controverſies. 

In every AG& of Sin there is a two- 
fold Guilt to be conſidered. | 


I, The 
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TI. The Guilt of the Fad, as it is 
a ay £4 of the Law. 

'2, A Guilt conſequent upon the 
FaF, by virtue of the Sarition of 
the Law. For although the Deſert 
of Puniſhment naturally follows the 
Fat ; yet the Obligation to it 
_ comes not from the Sinners A&, but 

from the will of the Lawgiverz who 
by the Law binds the Sinner to Pu- 
nifhment: So that this ſort of Guilt 
depends upon the Law, as he other 
did upon the Fatt. yo 

Now it is of great conſequence 
for us to conſider, how far Guilt is 
ſeparable from the A of Sin ; and 
ſo whether it be poffible for the 
Adual Guilt of the Fa& to be 
transferred from the Tranſgreflor z 
and if it be not, there is no more 

ound for Dr. Cr's Hypotheſes than 
r Tranſubſtantiation. For both have 
the words of Scripture, as they ſup- 
poſe; andif one beno more poſſible 
than the other, we ſhall find as little 
reaſon to embrace'one as the other. 
As to the AR of Sin, theſe things 


are inſeparable from it. 
G 4 1. The 
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I, The Guilt of the Fa, For he 
that hath been an A@ual Tranſgreſ- 
ſor, can never be made not to have 
been ſo: For what is paſt, can ne- 
ver be made by any power whatſoes- , 
ver not to have been: and ſo the 
guilt of the fa& muſt remain upon 
the perſon that committed it, It 
may be ſaid, That this holds only as 
to the phyſical aF, and not as tothe 
moxal Obliquity of it. But the com- 
mitting of the fact with the moral 
circumſtances of it, was a perſonal 
a#F ; and how then can one be tranſ- 
ferred more than the other > Be- 
ſides, when the Obliquity of the 
fact lies in a mere Privation of that 
Rectitude, which ought to have. 
been in it, how can that which is 
no real thing in it ſelf, be transfer- 
red to another? 

But Dr. Criſp ſaith, 4A Believer 
ceaſeth to be a Tranſereſſor from that 
time his fins were laid upon Chriſt to 


. the laſt hour of his life. So that now 


thou are not an Idolater, &c. thou art 
not a ſinful[ perſon, &c. -It's poſſible 
for ſuch a one to ceaſe committing 

his 
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his fin, or to have his fins forgiven 
him; but how it is poſlible for a 
fad already paſt not 'to continue as 
a fa&tpaſt, isa thing I cannot under- 
ſtand. But he ſtill conſiders Sins as 
Debts, that when they are once 
paid are no longer Debts, But there 
1s a great. difference between the 
guilt of a fact, and the contrafting 
cf a Debt; for a Debt conſiſting in 
a thing real, whoſe property may be 
alter'd and transferred from one to 


another, it iscafie to apprehend how 


that may ceaſe by being paid ; but 
in criminal matters nothing is capa- 


ble of being transferred, but the pu- 


niſhment, which is a thing real; but 
the Obliquity and Guilt of the fat 
is a privative and perfonal thing, 

2. The deſert of Puniſhment, which 
follows the actual Tranſgreſhion can- 
not be ſeparated from it. - For let 
what Grace or Favour ſoever be 
ſhewed, the Deſert of Puniſhment 
remains ſtill ; orelfe there would be 
no ſuch Grace and Favour, if that 
could be taken away. But this De- 
ſert follows inherent Guilt ; for no 

Sinner 
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Sinner can deſerve that one that 
was not a Sinner ſhould ſuffer for 
his faults : Nor can the Law or A& 
of any perſon transfer the Deſert of 
Puniſhment from him that was the 
Atual Tranſgreſſor. 

3. The Turpitude, as to the AQ 
of Sin, cannot be removed from it. 
For wherever the At of Sin is, it 
muſt be diſpleaſing to God ; but the 
Turpitude, as it afte&s the Perſon of 
the Sinner, muſt have another con- 
{ideration. For God may ſee cauſe 
to forgive the Sinner, and receive 
him into his Favour, although he 


* ſtillcontinues to hate and abhor the 


Sin, 

Asto the Guilt of Sin, as it relates 
to the Puniſhment, theſe things are 
to be conſidered. 

x. That although Divine Juſtice 
requires Satisfaction for Sin, yet it 
is not neceflary that the Actual 
Tranſgrefſors ſhould undergo that 
Puniſhment which they have deſer- 
ved by their Sins. For, then there 
would be no room for Grace and 
Favour to them. 


2, That 
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2. That it is conſiſtent with the 
Juſtice and Wiſdom of God to ac- 
cept of a Mediator, to interpoſe be- 
tween the Severity of the Law and 
the Puniſhment of Tranſgreflors, up- 
on terms agreeable to the Divine 
Wiſdom and Mercy. 

3. That ſuch a Mediator, under- 
taking to make an Atonement for 
our Sins, by ſuffering in our place 
and ſtead, may truly and properly 
be ſaid to undergo the Puniſhment 
of our Sins, and our Sins to be the 
Meritorious Cauſe of it. But if De- 
ſert adhere to the Perſonal Guilt , 
how can our Sins be the Meritoriows 
Canſe of anothers Puniſhment 8 1 
anſwer, that a Meritorious Canſe 
may be conſidered two ways. 

- I. In the Natural Courſe of 
things; and ſo Deſert follows the 
Fact; ſo that the Sinner always de- 


ſerves to be puniſhed; and no inter- 


poſition by another perſon can take 
away this Original Deſert of Puniſh- 
' ment: For although' our Sins be 
forgiven, yet we (till deſerve to ſuf- 
fer for them; which we ſhould _ 

0, 


ol 


92 


Of the Suffering Part Il. 


do, if Deſert in this ſenſe could be 
transferred. | 

2, As Defert implies only a juſt 
reaſon of Puniſhment ; and ſo there 
may be a Meritorious Cauſe in extra» 
ordinary Caſes, when the Legiſlator 
conſents that another ſhall undergo 
the Puniſhment, which others have 
deſerved. Immerito quenquan punire 
eſt injuſte punire ;, as I have elſe- 


Diſc. 1. of Where obſerved out of Crellins : 
Satirfati- And Immerito in the Greek Gloſſes is 
0n, Pe. 145+ rendred *Adbyes c and Merito by 


Ekwau; and EvAdye:, and in Cicero, 
jure & merito are moſt commonly 
joyned together. 

Theſe things I only mention at 
preſent; and as occaſion offers, I 
ſhall diſcourſe more of them after- 
wards. | 

I now come to confider Dr. Cr's. 
Arguments from Reaſon, that Chrift 
muſt bear Iniquity it ſelf. 

(1.) It had been otherwiſe the ex- 
tremeſt Injuſtice in the World for God 
to wound and bruiſe him, pag. 273. 
For Vindiive Juſtice doth imply and 


feenify ſome Fanlt committed. That 
| God 
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God therefore might be juſt in puni 

ing Chriſt, and do no LcaieLy on 
than what was deſerved ; he muſt firſt 
have the Iniquity laid upon him, that 
is the merit of that bruiſing , that 


there might be upon hint the deſert of 


that bruiſing he did ſuſtain, p. 274. 


And again , p. 283. e muſt of 


neceſſity be a preſent Deſert upon 2 
perſon , before the Fudge can nflit 


any thing upon the perſon. A Fanlt 


mmſt be found upon a man before he may 

be executed legally and juſtly. There- 

fore the Fault muſt be found really uy- 

on Chriſt himſelf, before there can be 

- ry of God's Juſtice in wounding 
riſt. 

This is juſt the Socinian way of 
arguing. Chriſt could not ſuffer the 
Puniſhment of our Sins, becauſe he 
was perfealy Innocent, and there- 
fore could not deſerve to be puniſh- 
ed: but Puniſhment without Deſert 
is unjuſt, The Antinomians we ſee 
joyn with the Socinians in the main 
Principle, That wnleſs there be Perſo- 
nal Guilt, the Puniſhment of Chriſt 
wonld be uujuſt. But then they giye 


a WOn- 
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a wonderfull advantage to the Soci- 


"mans; becauſe they put the main 


of the Cauſe upon an Iflue which 
can never be defended : 1s. that 


' our Perſonal Guilt and the Deſert of 


Puniſhment was transferred upon 
Chriſt. For let any man confider 
with himſelf, whether he can think 


it poſſible for thoſe Circumſtances 


of Fa to be transferred to another, 
which inſeparably follow and ad- 
here to the perſon who committed 
the Fat. Suppoſe Dr. Criſp's own 
Caſe ; a MalefaCtor is accuſed of a 
Crime, to which he 1s to plead Guil- 
ty or not Guilty ; ſuppoſe it be 
Murder, or Adultery, can he that 
really did commit the Fa& ever truly 
plead that he did not commut it ? 
It may be ſaid, As fo Mer he could 
not, but as to God he might; becauſe 
Chriſt taking his AFual Trandreune 


upon him, the Sin is no longer his but 
hriſt's. . So that as to the juſt and 
righteous Judgment of Men, he con- 
tinues ſtill guilty of the Fa&; but 
not as to God's. But if Mens Judg- 
ment be true and righteous, then he 
muſt 
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muſt remain really guilty; and if 
God always doth judge according to 
Right, he muſt be ſoin God's Judg- 
ment too ; or elſe a man may 
truly guilty before Men, and not 
guilty. before God, as to the ſame 
Fatt. Ido notmean that a Man may 
not be juſtly found guilty beforeMen, 
whoſe Sins may be forgiven by the 
* mercy of God. For that relates to 
the Guilt of Puniſhment, which 
God may remit as to his Tribunal, 
and yet the perſon may juſtly ſuffer 
by humane Laws: But if the Guilt 
of the Fat were taken away by 
God's Remiftion, then there would 
be no Foundation left for the Laws 
of Men to proceed upon. But if it 
be granted, that God doth judge 
him Guilty of the Fad, then that 
Guilt muſt remain upon him ; and 
ſo he cannot ceaſe to be an Adual 
Trafſgreflor in that Fa& which the 
Law doth juſtly charge upon him. 
And if the Guilt of the Fact ſtill re- 
mains upon him, then it cannot .be 
transferred to another ; for two di- 
ſtin Perſons, who did not joyn - 
the 


93 


Of the Sufferings Part II. 
the Fa&, kannot be guilty of the 


' fame Facts eſpecially.ſo as he that 


committed it ſhall be free, and he 
that did not ſhall be charged with it. 
Theſe things are ſo agreeable to the 
natural ſenſe of Mens Minds, that if 
they did allow themſelves the liber- 
ty of thinking, they could be in no 
doubt concerning them. 

And as it is as to the Guilt of the ' 
Fad it (elf, ſo it is as to the natural 
deſert of Puniſhment, which fol- 
lows from it. No Man hath com- 
mitted a Fault which the Law hath 
appointed a Puniſhment to , but he 
deſerves to be puniſhed for the vio- 
lation of it. And although it be 
poſſible for him to be pardoned, yet 
the deſert of Puniſhment muſt {till 
remain upon him; becauſe that re- 
ſults. from his actual violation of the 
Law , "which cannot be u . 
But cannot this Deſert be transferred 


to another ? no more, than the Fa& 
it ſelf. And Puniſhment taken in its 
moſt ſtrict and proper ſenſe, muſt fol- 
low Perſonal Guilt, and that Deſert 
which ariſes from the Actual Tran(- 
greſſion. | But 
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But do we not by this means take 


away the [oper Puniſhment of __ 
; 


for our Sins, and ſo overthrow the 


Do@rine of Satisfa#ion * By no 


| means. For |] take away nothin 

but the Puniſhment which follows 
Perſonal Guilt ; and if this be not 
taken away, the Arntinomian ſenſe 


tnuſt be allowed z and Chriſt muſt - 


be charged with th AZFyal Guilt of 
our Sins. But if this be, as.you 
confeſs, Falſe, Blaſphemous 4nd Inm- 
poſſible, then another notion of Pu- 
niſhment muſt be pitched upon , 
which may agree to the Sufferings 
of Chriſt in our ſtead; and ſuch a 
one 1s that of the Suffering of 
Chriſt as our Mediator, by the Fa- 
ther's Appointment and his own 
Conſent, which takes off all Appea- 
tance of Injuſtice in it: ſince there 
is a goncurrence of the will of the 
Supreme Legiſlator ; the free con- 
ſent of him who had the only cauſe 
to complain, and all this done to 
promote the wiſeſt and beſt Defign 
for the good of Mankind, 
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But before I proceed farther, it 
will be neceſſary here to take notice 
of an Expreſſion of yours in your 
Appeal, which may be of uſe after- 
wards. Your words are, page 55, 
Miſtake me not, I don't believe, that 
the Perſonal Guilt of our Sins, or 
that their Filth and Turpitude were 
transferred upon Chriſt : Nothing 
more abhorred by me than ſuch abomi- 
nable Blaſphemies. By this one 
would think you were the fartheſt 
from the Artinomian Dodrine of a- 
ny one. But then it follows; How- 
ever I am perſwaded——that the Lord 
Teſus Chriſt voluntarily on the Fa- 
ther's Invitation, coming under the 
Santion. of the violated Law , was 
juſtly charged with the Guilt of our 
« Sins, ? par Guilty, Condemned, Sen- 
tenced and Executed as ſuch, even by 
that God wholaid on him the Iniquity 
of #s all, Now, if I do not miſun- 
derſtand both Dr. Criſp and you, 
you ſay as much in Conſequence as 
he doth in theſe latter words, and 
therefore you cannot diſown the 
transferring our Perſonal Guilt up- 
on 
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on Chriſt. For, I pray conſider the 


force of Dr. Criſp's Reaſoning. If 


the Fanlt be not found upon Chriſt he 
could not be juſtly oubiſhed , ir 
you ſay, that he was juſtly charged 
with the Fo of our A and there- 
fore was ju nifſhed. But what 
Guilt df this hich was thuschar- 
ged upon Chriſt > The Guilt of our 
Sins, you ſay, but not the Perſonal 
Guilt, What Guilt was it then? 
Not the meer Puniſhment ; for we 
- are now eEnquiring what that Guilt 
was which made the Puniſhment 
juſt : and there maſt be a Transfer- 
ring of Guilt before to make the Pro- 
ceedings juſt, Now what Guilt 
could that be, but the Perſonal Guilt 
of onr Sins, as Dr. Criſp Atlerted, and 
you Denied > And this appears 
more by your following words, 
P. 56. And ſeeing Chriſt's Sufferines 
were a Judicial AF of God, it could 
#0t be otherwiſe ; for Juſtice condemns 
one to Puniſhment, but upon the ac- 
count of Sin ;, and puniſheth none , 
but under the notion of Criminals : if 
Feſns Chriſt. had been only treated as 
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if he had been a Criminal, and died 


wot as a Criminal in foro Poli, his 
Sufferings could not have been 4 proper 
Puniſhment flowing from that Puni- 
tive Juſtice which 15 natural to' God. 
And wherein is this different from 
what Dr. Criſp had ſaid? For if 
Chriſt were a real Criminal in God's 
Eſteem and Judgment, then. he was 
an Anal Tranſereſſor, and had: the 
Guilt of our Faults upon him ; for; 
he had none ofghis own. And what 
Guilt could make him to die as a 
Criminal i» foro Poli (as you call it) 
but the Guilt of our FaFs ;, with the 
Deſert and Turpitude which follow- 
ed them > For nothing could make 
him ſuffer as a real Criminal but 
AFual Guilt ;, and having none of 
his own, ours muſt be transferred 
upon him, in your opinion; and 
yet you deny that he had the Perſonal 
Guilt of our Sins, How carr you 
make theſe things to conſiſt > You 
muſt aſſign ſomething that ts-not 
Perſonal Guilt which can make a 
Real Criminal'; which I think 1s ve- 
ry hard to do. We ſay, that _— 
i 


Part IT. of CHRIST. 101 


did really ſuffer on the Account of 
our Sins, and that Juſtice was ſatiſ- 
fied by his Sufferings; and that he 
took upon him the Guilt of our 
Tranſgrefſions by undergoing the 
Puniſhment for them, as our Sacri- 
flce of Atonement; and that this 

was a Real Puniſhment as to him, 

but made Fuf# by the Father's Will 

and his own voluntary undertaking, 

But to ſay, that he ſuffered as a Rea/ 

Criminal, and mes 6 puniſhed by Gad, 

is I think impoſſible to be di, 

ſtood ; unleſs Dr. Criſp's ſenſe of 

the Tranſlation of Perſonal Guilt be 

allowed, which you profeſs to ab- 

hor as Falſe and Blaſphemons. 

(2.) Dr. Criſp's Second Reaſon is, 
That without this Tranſlation of our 
Perſonal Guilt, no Advantage could 
come to ws by Chriſt's Sufferings, pag, 
272. For what Reaſon? Becauſe 
a Man ſuffers only for his own Fault, 
unleſs the Fault of another be laid up- 
on him. Here is no Queſtion , but 
our Iniquities were laid upon Chriſt, - 
and that he ſuffered in our ſtead ; 
but the Diſpute is, about the Man- 
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ner how they were laid upon him g 
whether our very Tranſgrefſions 
themſelves were ſo laid upon him? 
And how doth it appear that we 
can have no benefit by Chriſt's Sut- 
ferings, unleſs that were done which 
was impoſſible to be done > But 
he makes it good by a Swretyſhip 

Debt ; For (ſaith he) the: bare Im- 
priſonment of another Man doth not 
releaſe the Debtor in Priſon, unleſs 
he be Surety for him. vor true. So 
we ſay that Chriſt's Sufferings had 
not availed us, unleſs he had been 
our Mediator, and ap in our 
ſtead. * But how doth it appear , 
that we cannot receive the Benefits 
of Chriſt's Mediatorſhip, unleſs our 
Perſonal Guilt were transferred up- 


74-0n him? Are not the Divine Ap- 


pointment, the Deſign of Chriſt , 
and the Promiſes of the Goſpel ſuf- 
ficient for that purpoſe ? 

And this is his eat Argument 
on all Occaſions, That our Sins are 
Debts, and they are reckon'd to Chriſt 
as our Surety, and he hath fully dif 
charged them, and therefore they can- 
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not ju we y be charged upon us. This 
runs through all Dr. Crifp's Diſcour- 
ſes, and he manages it with all ad- 
vantage to his Cauſe, and therefore 
muſt be more conſidered. 

In his fr/# Sermon, p. 8. he faith, 
That although a Believer doth ſon, he 
is not to be reckon'd a Sinner ; for his 
Sims are reckon'd to be taken away 

him. A man borrows a hundred 
pound, ſome man will ſay doth not be 
owe this hundred pound ſeeing he bor- 
rowed it ? I ſay no, in caſe another 
hath paid the hundred pound for him. 
A man doth ſin againſt God , God 
reckons not this Sin to be his, he rec 
kons it Chriſt's , therefore he cannot 
reckon it his. If the Lord did lay the 
Iniquity of Men upon Chriſt, then how 
can he lay it .upon wits "Perſons £ 
Jon be f dew Chriſt takes ; off ; 

poſing 7 ; thou haſt receiv'd Chriſt. 

ind ar doth rec ”w Sin to Cite 
and charges Sin upon him, 
be of the ſame mind with od has thou 
muſt alſo reckon this Sin of 1 thie upon 
Chrift ; his back hath born it, he hath 


carried it away. 
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And-p. 283. When one man becomes a 


Debtor in another man s:room legally 
and by confent, this Surety that doth: 
become the Debtor, he is not barely, 
ſuppoſed to be the Debtor, but by war; 
dertaking of it and having it really rf 
upon him, be is as really and truly 
Debtor, as W7- that was the Prins: 
cipal before ;, I ſay, as truly aud really 
the Dain : ſo that K is an abs 
ſolute truth and reality of God's At 
in paſſing -over Sins upon Chriſt, and 
laying them upon Chriſt. 

_ Again, p. 289. There is therefore a 
certain tranſaFin of $1n upon Chriſt, 
ſo real that-indeed the Believer, though 
an AFor of Tranſgreſſion, is as truly 
and. abſolutely diſcharged of his Sins, 
as if he himſelf. had. not committed 
them: I ſay, ſo diſcharged as if be had 
not committed them. As a Debtor 
when a Surety hath taken the Debt up; 
on him, and the Debtor receives. ar 
Acquittance and Diſcharge, he is @s 
free of the Debt now, as if he had. ne- 
ver run into that Debt ;, ſo 1 ſay it ts 
with a Believer, Chriſt being made 4 
Sarety of a better Teſtament , - and 
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thereby becoming truly and really the 
Debtor inſt head of Believers, he ſo hs 
all the Debt him oy that they are al- 
together releaſed, and diſcharged, and 
freed, as if they had never been in 
Debt. 


I need not to produce any more 
places to. this purpoſe; although it 
were ealie to-do it; for, in-this S;- 
militude lies the main ſtrength and 
ſupport of his Cauſe. 

But to ſhew how little force there 
isin it , we need only theſe Conſi- 
derations. © 

C1.) That there is no ſufficient 
Foundation in Scripture, for our 
Sins being thus transferred to Chriſt 
as, our Debts, and his undertaking 
AS our Surety to pay. them. If one 


reads Dr.Criſp's Sermons, one would 


conclude, that. there is nothing 
plainer, nor more frequently incul- 


105 


cated in Scripture than this : For he | 


feems to lay the Foundation of all 
upon it, 'as though there were no 
other true way of underſtanding the 
Dodrine of Chriſt's SatisfaFion but 
by i it. - The Title of one of his Ser- 


mons, 
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mons , Vol. ii. Serm. 3. is, Chriſt 
the great Paymaſter of all the Debts of 
bis People: and he grounds it on 
that Text, I1/a. 53. v. 6. The Lord 


hath laid on bim the Iniquity of we all. 


Now, ſaith he, p. 263. as in Sureti- 
ſhip, our Debt becoming our Surety's, 
the Execution goes juſtly out a —_ 
him ;, and ſo God can give a juſ 

connt of wounding him, 8c. Here it 
is taken for granted, that Chriſt is 
made Surety for all our Sins as Debts ;, 
without the leaſt ground in the 
Text for it ; which wholly relates 
to Puniſhment. For the words pro- 
perly ſignify, That he made our Ini- 


"quities to meet, or to fall upon him; 


as a Man falls upon his Enemy when 
he'meets him. So the Jewsſb Inter- 
preters underſtand the word ; and 
to the ſame purpoſe Symmachns ren- 
ders it; the LXX. God gave him up 
to our Sins, which Procopiae expreſ- 
ſes by ame drmivyor a2r%e fuBr, as 
one that ſuffered in our ſtead. S-Feronm. 
Tradidit eu pro peccatis noſtris z or 
as he tranſlates the LXX. |; 

tradidit eum propter iniquitates no- 
ftras. 
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firas.. Here is nothing like Chriſt's 
Saretiſhip to .FY our Debts for ws ; 
and yet, as it it had been the neceſ- 
ſary ſenſe of the words, a great 
many Do&Erines and Inferences are 
drawn from it; as of wonderfull 
Confequence for right underſtand- 
ing what Chriſt hath done fer us. 
God forbid that we ſhould go about 
to leflen any thing of the Deſign of 
Chriſt's ſuffering for us,0n which our 
Salvation ſo much depends. But the 
preſent Queſtion only relates to-the 
Manner of his doing it, whether as a 
Surety for ourDebts or no.Some will 
ſay, What harm is there in this, fence 
it 1s an eaſre Similitude, which People 
may apprehend without Trouble? But 
it may be not without great Danger z 
for they can as eaftely draw Conſe- 
quences from it too; * As that 
, © Chriſt hath then fully diſcharged 
* our Debts already ; and they can 
* no more be charged upon us, than 
* a Creditor can demand a Summ of 
* Money from a Debtor, which 
* was fully paid to a Farthing by his 
* Surety ; and therefore all In we 
* have 
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* have to do is to believe, and to 
* be thankfull; for all this Tranſ- 
* action was long fince paſt without 
*© the confideration of any. A&t on 
* our parts; and they muſt be great 
* Enemies to the Privileges of Be- 
*lievers, that can now talk of Con- 
* ditions on our Parts; for this is no 
< leſs than bringing us back to a Co- 
*.-venant of Works, and making 
* void the Covenant of Grace, 
Theſe are Conſequences of a very 
high nature, and have noFoundati- 
on but this Suppoſition, That all our 
Sins as Debts are transferred upon 
Chriſt as our Surety ; and he hath a#u- 
ally diſcharged the whole Debt, which 


therefore cannot lie upon thoſe whom he 


ſuffered for : and conſequently we 
cannot ſuffer for thoſe Sas. which 
are already diſcharged ; nor doany 
thing in order to our Juſtification 


_ and; Salvation ; whatever the Scri- 


pture ſeems to _ to the contra- 
ry. But ſurely Men cannot build 
their Faith on ſuch Suppoſtions, un- 
leſs they had other places of Scripture 
befedes this for their Foundation.” 

- Dr, 
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Dr. Criſp looked as far into this mat- 
ter, asSany one fince, and it may be 
more, he turned the Scriptures over 
and over, and examined them with 
greatcare to find out what ſerved his 
purpoſe ; for his Heart ſeemed to be 
ſet upon it, and as his Son ſaith, it 
ran in his Head when he was dying ; 
and ſpeaking. of thoſe who diſput- 
ed againſt his Notions of Free Grace, 
he ſaid, Where are they? I am now 
ready to anſwer them all. Which 
ſhewed the earneſtneſs of his Zeal a- 
bout them. But there is but' one 
place of Scripture which he could 
find, that ſeem'd to favour his Senſe, 
and that is, Heb. 7. 22. where Chriſt 
is ſaid, to be the Surety of a better Te- 
lament. God, ſaith he, takes Chriſt 
for a Surety, as Men will do, ſo doth 
God with Chriſt. — Man is a bro- 
hen Debtor, and Chriſt is a Surety ;, 
one that is rich and able to pay, and 
therefore God will look after none but 
him $ for this cauſe Chriſt gives his 
own fingle Bond, and God is content 
to take Chriſt's ſingle Bond, and looks 


fer no other Pay-maſter but Chriſt, 


What 
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What ſtrange DeduQtions are here 
made from one word, quite beſides 
the Intention and Scope of the Apo- 
ſtle> who doth not ſpeak of a Swe- 
ty for Debt, but of the Surety of a 
Covenant z not of one that was to 
pay our Debts to God ; but of ſuch 
2 Surety as was to give us Satisfation 
by his unchangeable Prieſt-hood of 
the Performance of thoſe Promiſes 
which God made to us in this better 
Covenant. But of this more after- 
wards. | 
I nowonly take notice, that ſome 

of the Diflenting Brethren I find 
charged with talking much of a Sure- 
tiſhip, Righteouſneſs, and of an Equa- 
lity of Believers with Chriſt as to it : 
Which is another ſtrange Conſe. 
quence from Chriſt's being our Surety 
. as to the payment of ow Debts, be- 
cauſe the Debtor may be ſaid to pay 
that Summ which the Surety lays down 
for him : and that God doth account 
that Believers have paid that Debt of 
Obedience which Chriſt hath paid in 
their ſtead ; becauſe they are one legal 
perſon with Chriſt. All this depends 

-upon 
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upon this miſtaken Notion of Sxre- 
tyſhip : but if it be once ſuppoſed, 
' that we perfeQly obeyed the Law in. 
Chriſt, there can be no room for 
Remiſhon of Sins: For how can Sins 
be forgiven to thoſe who have per- 
fetly obey'd the Law? Or how can 
they be ſaid to obey the Law per- 
fetly in Chriſt, whoſe Sins being 
laid upon Chriſt, do ſhew that they 
have not obey it? For can they be 
ſaid to pay for their Diſobedience 
and to give perfe& Obedience at the 
bar th Argument doth 
the nt doth not 
hold, that becauſe a Debt may be 
transferred to. a Surety ; and the 
Debtor be diſcharged on the Sureties 
undertaking the Debt, that there- 
fore our Sins may be transferred to 
Chriſt, and we receive a Diſcharge 
by his becoming our Surety. 

For (1) there is no difficulty in 
conceiving the transferring of Debts 
and diſcharge of a Debtor by a 
Surety. But in Sins the Guilt can- 
not be transferred as Money may ; 
for the Guilt of the Fact remains a ' 
perſonal 
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perſonal thing ; and although the 
Sinner be ſaid to owe a Debt to the 
Law; yet that Debtlies in the Obli- 
gation to Puniſhment; which he is 
table to by the Guilt of the Fat; 
but although the Puniſhment may be 
transferred by the Legiſlatours con- 
ſent, yet the perſonal fault cannot. 
But doth not this Debt ariſe from the 
Guilt of the FaF ; how then can an 
diſcharge the Debt without taking the 
ault 2 | anſwer, That taking the 
Fault can ſignify no more than being 
anſwerable to the Law for itz which 
muſt reſpe&t the Debt of Puniſh- 
ment, which the Law inflits; and 
he that takes away the Guilt of Pu- 
niſhment doth ſatisfy the Juſtice of 
the Law. 
But we are told, That nothing is 
a Demerit of Puniſhment but Reatus 
Culpz, and therefore if Chriſt did un- 
dergo the Puniſhment of our Sins, he 


. muſt bear the Guilt of our Sins as to 


the Fault. | 
In the Guilt as to the Fault there are 
two diſtin Conſiderations, 1. The 
Fault it ſelf, or the Actual _—— 
os- 
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of the Law by him that committed 
itz and this can never' be transfer- 
ted. 2. Of the Debt to the Liw 
which, follows the Fa&, and this 
reſpedts the Puniſhment, which may 
be transferred. | cb tes. 
. "How cant this be, unleſs he be made 
liable td the Puniſhment, and that is 
only by the Fault ? | | 
Being made liable doth natutally 
and in ordinary courſe follow the 
Guilt of the, Fat; but Laws and Pu- 
niſhments being niade for wiſe Ends, 
the Legiſlator himſelfmay interpoſe, 
and for oe and . wiſe Ends nay 
charige the otdinary courſe of Ju- 


ſtice and accept of another Perſon. 


to ſuffer inſtead of the Offenders, 
(as I obſerved before.) 

2. But ſuppoſe the Fault could be 
transferred as a Debt may , how 
doth it follow, that upon this Tran- 
flation there miuſt be a preſent Diſ- 
cherge, as there is upon a ies 
being accepted inſtead of the Deb- 
tor? For in the caſe of a Debt there 
is nothing looked after but payment 


of the Moriey ; but in the Remiſſ- 
I on 
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on of Sins, there are very weight 
Confilerations, as. tothe manner o* 
diſcharging the Obligation to Py- 
niſtiment. -For the true Honour of 
God, and Religion, and the. real 
Intereſt of Mens Souls as tothe work- 
ing out their own Salvation are deep- 
ly concerned in this matter. It is 
very poſlible for Men to frame a 
Scheme of Religion to themſelves 
from ſome peculiar Phraſes of Scri- 
pture, and general Promiſes, which 
may be fitted to. ſome particular 
uſes as to give ſatisfation to ſome 
Perſons Doubts (which ſeemed to 
be Dr. Criſp's Intention) but upon 
Conſideration of the whole Deſign 
of the Goſpel, they may be of dan- 
gerous Conſequence. to Mankind : 
who are too apt to make ill uſe of 
ſach Principles, by drawing ſuch 
Deductions from them, which tend 
to incourage them in the negle@ or 
careleſs performance of that ſtri& 
Obedience which they owe to God 
with reſpe& to himſelf, and to their 
Neighbours. Andit is of little mo- 
ment to them to be told, That God 
"ET  - ans 
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will carry os his own Work of Grate 
' #n thoſe whom he. thtends 46: ay o 
Selvation'> For.this naturally d 
ſes Mens Minds to a paſſive: careleſs 
terhper, asthough they had nothing 
to do, but to wait for St from 
above; and to-depend upon'Got's 
working in then to will and tv''do of 
bir-1good' pleaſure , without ſettin 
—_— to work out their own'$ 

ar and trembling. And 
= '$. _ - who certainly under- 
ftood the Power and Defionof God's 
Free Grace uſes one as the ſttongeſt 
Argument for the other. What -—>a_ 
would he- have-ſaid to ſach Men, ? 
who according to theſe Princip les 
muſt have: told him, That he li 
charged the freeneſs of God's Grace, 
by putting Men upon working out 
their own Salvation : : for this was to 
bring in a Covenint of Works again ; 5 
and a Bargain avid Sale with God ; 
and to ſarup the Merit of Man's Works 
to Salvation; for every Condition 
gives a Right, amd what gives Rieht 
may be challenged as due; and what 
muy be challenged as dne is meritorions. 
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If there be any thing in ſuch kind 
of Arguments S. Paul was as much 
concerned: to have anſwered them, 
as any now-a-days ; but he thought 
a great deal lay upon Mankind to 
do, notwithſtanding that wonderful 
Grace of God in the manner of our 
Salvation by 7.Chriſt : and that by pa- 
tient continuance 1 well-doing men 
ought to ſeek for glory, and honour, and 
immortality; al 4 they could not 
do unleſs they had a regard to it in 
the ſeeking of it, as the way to attain 
it. Doth not he bid Chriſtians ſo ru 
that they might obtain? Doth not this 
make running a Condition of obtain- 
ing 2 And what is obtaining but Sal- 
vation? What doth he mean by his 


Phil. 3.14- preſſing toward the mark, for the prize 


of the high calling of God in Chriſt 
Jeſus? Do not thefe Expreſſions im- 
ply a great care to obtain the Re- 
ward of another Life? Here is ſome- 
thing beyond meer Gratitude and 
Service; for he doth ſuppoſe a Cor- 
nefion in way of Duty, and Means in 
order to the End; and not meer 
Connefion in a way of Event; ſo that 

. to 


PartII, f CHRIST. 117 


to thoſe to whom God will give Glory 
he will give Grace to fit Perſons for it. 
But S. Pal intimates far more when 
he ſaith, That he kept his Body 3n 
ſubjeFion ;, for what reaſon? was it 
meerly- to teſtify his —_— 
He gives another account of it ; eff. : Cor. g. 
that by any means, while I preach to *9 
others, I my ſelf become a caſt-a-way, 
Was S. Paul ſo ignorant of the ſure- 
neſs of the Goſpel Covenant, as to ſup- 
poſe that by any A& of his hecould 
make void that Covenant which hath 
norelationto.Gorditions on Our part? 
Either he was ſo ignorant, or others 
muſt be extreamly-miſtaken, who can 
bardly allow him to fpeak tolerable 
ſenſe about this matter, if he doth ex- 
clude Conditions on our part in or- 
der. to Salyation: But as no Man 
magnifies the Riches and Freeneſs of 
Grace more than he, ſo no one 
preſſes the Neceſſity of Holineſs 
more, as that, without which no Man Heb. 12, 
ſhall ſee the Lord. Is this only to '+ 
tell them, That God will make them 
holy, if he deſigns to make them hap- 
py? No, but he puts them upon 

I 3 pur- 
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purſuing after Holineſs, for that Rea- 


Rom.s 13. ſon:::Foroif ye live after the Fleſh ye 


ſhall' die'y but if ye throneh the Spiris 
do mortifie the deeds of the Bod 
ſhatt-line.'' Is not this aFimg for "1+ 
and not. meeply from it 2 He ſuppoſes 
ahe Spiret ready to'affiſt them in do- 
ing their, Duty and the- greateſt in- 
couragement to the performance of 
it. \\And in general, he perſwades 
Chriſtians to great Sincerity in doing 
their Duties from this Conſiderati- 


Col. 3-23 on'; . Knowine that * of 'the Lord ye 


24. 
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ſoall receive the Reward of the Ihe- 
ritance,' for ye ſervs the Lord Chriſt. 
But he that doth wrong ſhall receroe 
for the wrong that he hath done ;, and 
there is no reſpe& 'of perſons. Cold 
any Man more plainly inforce' Men's 
doing their Duties with reſpe&t to 
Rewatds' and Puniſhments , accor- 
ding to the Performance of then, 
than S. Pay! here"doth? And that 
from this Conſideration that' there is 
10 reſpet? of Perſons © which in this 
place *maſt imply, that God will 
have a regard to Men's Ations and 
not to their Priy ileges 
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Some may perhaps ſay, What is 
this, but to make the Promiſe to ſecure Neonom. 
Life upon doing our Duties > And if ar 3. 
this be not to make the Goſpel a more® _ 
overgrown and ſwinging Covenant of 
Works, than ever the old Law was, 
they have loſt all their Theological 
Meaſures. Tknow not from whence 

fuch men take their Theological Mea- 
ſures; nor of what kind they are ; 

nor by what Standard they are to 
be tried ; but I know of no Infallible 
Standard but the Holy Scriptures ; 

and therefore all Theological Mea- 
ſures are to be examin'd by them. 
And I think S. Paul may as little be 
ſuſpected for ſetting up a Covenant 
of Works as any Penman of the 
New Teſtament ; and it is from him 

I have choſen to produce my Teſti- 
monies, becauſe it is he that attri- 
butes ſo much to the Grace of God 

in order to our Salvation. Ir is he 

that hath ſaid, That God hath called , Tim. x. 
us with an. holy calling, not according '9- 

ta our Works, but according to his own 
Purpoſe and Grace which was given us 

in Chriſt Jeſus before the world began. 

I 4 lt 
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It is he that hath ſaid, Not by Works 
of Righteouſneſs which we have done, 
but according to his Mercy he ſaved 
us by the meſhing of Regeneration and 


Renewing of the Holy Ghoſt; which 
he ſhed on us abundantly through Jeſus 
Chriſt our Saviour. That requires 
men to work out their Salvation with 
fear and trembling. St. Paul uſeth 
the ſame word, | Ris 7. 18, where 
it ſignifies bringing a thing to effe, 
and is oppoſed to meer willing, and 
we render it to perform: in the LXX 
it is uſed for finiſhing and carrying 
on a thjng already begyn ; and can 
imply no leſs than great Diligence 
m doing all ſuch thyngs as tend to 
our Salvation ; for that isthe thing 
we are to work out by Divine Afſi- 
ſtance; and therefore our own Wor- 
king is required by the Author of 
our Salvation ; Although he ſaves 
vs not for the ſake of any Worksof 
Righteouſneſs which we can do; 
yet his way of ſaving us is by work- 
ing out our own Salvation. But we 
are told no more is meant by this, 
but a continual maintaining a holy 
TO” © © Jealouſee 
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Fealoufie of our ſelves, leſs we ſhould 
fail of the Grace of God ng 31 
our ſelves ;, for it's 1nmediately added, 
For it's God that worketh in you both 
te will and to do. And is this all 
that St. Paul means? By Fear and 
Trembling indeed he underſtands 
great Humility of Mind, which car- 
ries along with jt a Jealouſie of our 
ſelves; but what is working out our 
Salvation ? That is not truſting ix 
our ſelves, but depending on God to 
doit for us. But is there nothing 
then weare to do with that Divine 
Aſſiſtance promiſed > Are we to fit 
ſtill, and only expe& when God will 
work in us to will and todo £ Then 
working out our own Salyation are 
inſignificant words, and imply do- 
ing nothing ; which is ſuch a ſenſe 
of the words as was never thqught 
on before; and will not be again by 
any that do think what they write. 

But S. Paxl gives another ſenſe 
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when he perſwades Rich Men that ' Tim. 6. 


they do good, that they be rich in good * 


works—- laying up in ſtore for them- 
ſelves a good foundation againſt the 


tne 
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tinge to.come, that they may take hold 
of Eternal Life. How is this > what? 
Do good works that they may take:hol4 
of Etereal Life 2 What 15 this but 
a ſwinging Covenant of Works of St. 
Paul's ſetting up? What is become 
now of the Theological Meaſures 2 
Had St. Part forgot himſelf > Or 
did he, who became all things to all 
men, here deal with. Rzch Mex in 
their own method, by way of Bar- 
gain and Sale? Butfurely he would 
never accommodate himſelf to their 
way of dealing, ſo as to overthrow 
the Covenant of Grace; as theſe 
men 1magin ſuch Conditions would 
do it. And he very well underſtood 
the difference between the Foundati- 
on of the Covenant it ſelf, which 
was certainly nothing but the Grace 
and Mercy of God through Jeſus 
Chriſt ; and the foundation of our 
hopes as to our obtaining the Bene- 
fits of it, which ſuppoſes the Per- 
formance of ſuch Conditions as are 
required from us; not as Works Me- 
ritorious of a Reward, but as Means 
which God hath appointed in order 

tO 
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toan Exd. As a Son that. hath an 
Eſtate promiſed him of the free Gift 
of his Father; but yet he requires 
fome Conditions to be performed 
by him,before-he comes to the Poſ- 
{effion of it ; can any ane think this 
4 Bargain and Sale between Father 
and Son? or that he is to'purchaſe 
the Eſtate by thefe Conditions > If 
theſe be their _ Theological Meaſures 
they had need to ſeek for new ones, 
for theſe will. never hold according 
— the Standard of Scripture or Rea- 
on. 

Which will yet more appear by 
what our Bleffed Saviour himſelf 
hath ſaid concerning this matter ; 
and furely we may moſt ſafely take 
our Theological Meaſures from him: 
For he knew beſt, how far and in 
what ſenſe the Guilt of our Sins was 
transferred upon him; and whether 
there followed an immediate Dif- 
charge upon it, without any regard 
to Conditions on our part. He had 
the Queſtion of the higheſt inipor- 
tance in this matter twice put to 
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him ; What ſhall Tdo to inherit Eter-, 1. 


nal 25 
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Mark 10. 
17. 
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nal Life? At one time it was to 
y hag by a Captious Perſon ; and 
r his repeating the two great 
Commandments of the Law of God 
and our Neighbour , our Saviour 
ſaid to him, Thou haſt anſwered well, 
this do and thou ſhalt Irve. Had our 
Bleſſed Saviour only a mind to ban- 
ter him? or was it to convince him 
of the. Impoſſibility of his doing 
what was neceſſary for Eternal Life? 
It is not improbable that he intended 
to convince him of his Folly, who 
ſuppoſed he had kept theſe Com- 
mandments in the Jewiſh ſenſe of 
them; which he doth in. a ſerious 
manner by the Parable of the Sama- 
ritan, But what can be ſaid to the 
other Caſe, where a young Man of 
Quality and Eſtate came to him , 
with the ſame Queſtion, but with a 
different Intention ; for to ſhew he 
was in earneſt, S. Mark obſerves, 
that he kneeled to him, and asked 
him , Good Maſter , what fhall I do 
that I may inherit Eternal Life ? and 
when he anſwered well, it is ſaid, 
That Jeſus loved hin : which ſhews 
| his 
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his Sincerity ſo far : but there was 

an immoderate love to the World in 

his Heart which he was not aware 

of, till our Saviour put him upon a 
ſevere Tryal of hunſelf; Go thy 

way , ſell whatever thou haſt and 

give to the poor. And what then? 

And thou ſhalt have Treaſure in  Hea- 

ver. Doth Chriſt himſelf make it a 
matter of Bargain and Sale for Hea- 

ven? Doth the Surety of the bet- 

ter Covenant eſtabliſh a Covenant 

of Works? And that when one 

came to him for direCtion to attain 
Eternal Life ? Yet the three Evan- Marr. ig. 
geliſts who report this Story differ {\;,.. 
not asto this particular. But what is. 

was our Saviour's Deſign init? Not _ 
barely to convince him, that he had 
greater and more prevailing Paſli- 

ons within him, than he was aware 

of; but that there was ſuch a uſe 

to be made of the things of this 
World, that they may beſerviceable 

to an@ther. And ſo he ſaith inano- 

ther place, Make to your ſelves 159 + 
Friends of the Mammon of Unrighte- 
onſneſs, that when ye do fail they may 
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receive you into everlaſting habitations. 
Not by way of Merit z or any foo- 
liſh Imagination of that ſortz butin 
Obedience to the Will of Chriſt , 
who hath made it ſo neceſſary a du- 
ty for thoſe who hope to be happy 
in another World to do g in 
this : which is evidently declared , 
by the Account which himſelf gives 
of the proceedings of the great Day. 
Which are far more to be regarded 
than mens Theological Meaſures. Ac 
cording to which I confeſs I know 
not what to make of the tnain Scope 
and Deſign of our Saviour's Preach- 
ing. For he was ſtill preſſing Men 
to do the Will of the Father, to fee 

his Sayings , to obey his — ook 
ments, and upbraided Men for not 
doing it; and yet according totheſe 
Meafere, he knew is was impoſiible 


_for them to do it; and that Mens 


Salvation was determin'd without 
any Regard to Conditions on our 
parts. 

If theſe be the right Theological 
Meaſures, what doth our Saviour 
mean when he bids Men ſtrive to en- 

ter 
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ter in at the ſtrait Gate, for many 
ſhall ſeek to enter in, and ſhall not be 
able : By which, it ſeems that bare 
ſeeking by faint and weak Endea- 
vours is not ſufficient ; but by ſtri- 
ving we may enterz or elſe it 15 to 
no purpoſe to put Men upon it. 
What can this mean, if our Endea- 
vours are not made Conditions:; for 
as he ſaith elſewhere , Strait 3s the Mat.7.14. 
gate and natrow is the way that leadeth 
unto Life, and few there be that find 
it. To what purpoſe is this ſpo- 
ken, but to ſtir Men up to greater 
care and endeavour to attain to E- 
ternal Life; fince ſo many do miſs 
of it, for want of diligence in the 
enquiry and purſuit after it? 

But Dr. Criſp, by his new Theolo- Serm. o- 
gical Meaſures, hath found out an 5* 
extraordinary ſenſe of theſe words ; 
viz. That they are _- ” be under- 

ood of ſtriFneſs of Converſation ; but 
Fw th —_ +4 latitude that ge- 
erally Men think it hath; for they 
think, that beſides Chriſt , there 3: 
ſomething in the way that leadeth to 
Life, and that is a Man's own Righ- 
teonſre(s : 
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teouſneſs ;, but if a Man's own Righte- 
onſneſs be taken in, then it is a broad- 
er Way than Chriſt allows. But how 
could it enter into any Man's Head 
that reads our Saviour's wotds to 
the end of the Chapter, to think this 
could be his meaning? v. 2t. Not 
every one that ſaith unto me, Lord, 
Lord, ſhall enter into the Kingdom 
of Heaver, but he that doth the will 
of my Father which is in Heaven : 
and v. 24. Whoſoever heareth theſe 
Sayings of mine and doth them, I will 
liken him unto a wiſe Man, 8. What 


can be more evident, than that our 


Saviour here ſpeaks of Obedience to 
his Will, as that ſtrait Gate and 
narrow Way which leadeth unto we £ 
So that if Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
taught true Dodrine (as no doubt 
they did) it was not meer transfer- 
ring our Sins to Chriſt thac 1s ſuffici- 
ent for our Diſcharge and Salvation, 
but the Conditions of Faith, Re- 
pentance, and Sincere Obedience are 
required on our parts. 

(3.) It there beno Conditions on 
our parts in order to the R_—_ 

t 
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the Benefit of Chriſt's Sufferings iri 
our ſtead, how can Men haye aty 


nd to ſatisfy theniſelves, 
og Guilt of their Sins is tranſ(- 


ferred upon Chriſt? This was a Dif- 
ficulty which Dr. Criſp was aware 


of; and therefore labours tnuch for 
the clearing of it. The ſhort of it 
is; If Men can believe it to be (o, 
that 1s the beſt Evidence that the 
thing is really ſo. Theſe are his 
words, 1f thou believe with all thy 
Heart, thy Sins are forgiven thee; 
(thongh the very believing it ſelf do 
208 infeoff thee in that freedom ;) but 
if youwould know whether you have 4- 
ay part 11 this Freedom or not, the be- 
lieving in the Lord Chriſt is a ſufficient 
manifeſtation. Again, If the Lord hath 
laid Iniquity, and our Iniquity =_ 
Chriſt, then whoſoever thou art to whom 
the Lord will be pleaſed to grve the be- 
lieving of this truth, that the Lord hath 
laid thy Iniquity upon hims, that lay- 
ing thy Iniquity upon him is an abſolute 
nd full diſcharge to thee , that there 
neither is, nor can be any Iniquity, that 
for the preſent or for _ - mw 
ai 
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laid. to iy charge, let the Perſon-be 


who. he will : If the Lord, T ſay again, 
give to any to -believe this truth, that 
it 1s his Iniquity the Lord hath laid 
upon Chriſt, God himſelf cannot charge 
any one Sin upon'that Perſon. 

Theſe are very bold Expreſſions, 
and ought to have_ had plain Scrt- 
pture,; or evident Reaſon to ſap- 
port them, but they have neither. 
The place of Scripture he brings is, 
Who ſhall lay any thing to the charge 
of God's Ele ? But is believing that 
our Sins are forgiven an infallible 
mark of God's Eled& ? Is it not poſ- 
ſible for one not Ele to believe it, 
or for one Ele& not to believe it? If 
fo, how, can it be any Reaſonable 
Argument toconclude, That a Man's 
Sins are-forgtven becauſe he believes 
that they are? Is Preſumption a 
thing poſſible or not ? If it be poſſi- 
ble, is it not the greateſt Preſumpti- 
on to: believe without Grounds? 
And what Ground can any one have 
to believe that his Sins ate forgiven 
becauſe he believes its where hath 
God declared this in Scripture ? - 

what 
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what ground can there be for true 
Faith without Divine Revelation? 
But Dr. Criſp was aware of the 
Obje&ion about Preſumptioti, and 
he gives this Anſwer to itz Let the 
Perſon be what he will be, if there be 
but a real recerving of Chal, there 3s 
not Preſumption Le true believing : 
Which is not at all to the purpoſe z 
for the Queſtion is not about Re- 
cetving of Chriſt as to his Word and 
Promiſes; which is, no doubt, areal 
Act of Faith z nor about a firm per- 
ſuaſion of the Mind as.to the truth 
of what God hath revealed ; but it 
is about that particular AC of Faith 
whereby we believe that our Sins are 
forgiven; and this is ſuppoſed tobe 
the firſt At of Saving Faith, and to 
be the true Maniteſtation, that ſuch 
a Perſon's Sirisare forgiven. And this 
is that which leads Men, we ſay, to 
Preſumption, and hath-no grourid at 
all in Scripture. It is fat troni Pre- 
ſumption to believe tyhat God hath 
declared atid promiſed; for this is 
our Dury: It is no Preſumption to 
apply the general Promiſes of For- 
K 2 givenelſs 
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giveneſs of Sins to our ſelves; for 
without that, they cannot reach to 
6ur caſe, and therefore cannot afford 
ſufficient ground of inward- Peace 
and ſatisfaftion of Mind : It is no 
Preſumption to rely upon the truth of 
Divine Promiſes, nor to'depend up- 
on our Blefſed Saviour for the per- 
formance of them, for this is con- 
fequent upon, our Perſuaſion that 
theſe Promiſes are Divine : But yet 
it may be great Preſumption to con- 
clude, that a Mar's Sins are forgiven 
becauſe he believes that they are for- 
even, being laid upon Chriſt : Foron 
what is this ConneCion founded ? 
Where is it revealed? And if to be- 
tievea thing without ground be Pre- 
ſumption, this muſt be ſo, 

But Dr. Cxiſp urges that Scripture, 
While we were yet Sinners Chriſt died 


for us : If thon art a Sinner therefore, 


C uf y died for thee. And how then? 
mult every Sinner believe, not only 


that Chriſt 'died for him, and that 
his Sins are forgiven, and if he can 
believe this, it is a mark of his E- 
{tion ; and what follows; then, 

| here 
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here is univerſal Redemption aflert- 
ed in its full extent ; and what is 
more, here is an univerſal Ele&tion 
too, if all Men can believe that their 
Sins are forgiven: At' leaſt it is a 
Conditional Ele&ion; and that is 
ground enough for Preſumption as 
to all ſuch as can believe that their 
Sins are forgiven. What can hin- 
der any Man more from Repentance 
and forſaking his Sins, than to be 
told, that the firſt At of Saving Faith 
is to believe that his Sins are for- 
given? But the Goſpel preaches Re- 
pentance in order to Remiſſion of 
Sins; for when Chriſt ſent abroad 
his Apoſtles to preach to the World, 
the Meſſage was, That RepentanceLuk #4.47, 
and Remilſron of Sins ſhould be preach- 
el in his Name among all Nations, 
Not that Men were to believe that 
their Sins are already forgiven, be- 
ing laid upon Chriſt in his Suffering, 
although the Suffering of Chriſt be 
mentioned juſt before, And when 
S. Peter had the Holy Ghoſt upon 
him, and ſpake of the Sufferings of 
Chriſt, it 15 obſervable what pre- 
K 3 tently 
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AR. 3.19. ently follows, Repent ye therefore 


Afr.2:35. 


and be converted, that your Sins may 
be blotted out, when the _— of re- 
efoing fhall come frem the preſence 0 
F2 a4 What Nine _—_ 
is this from believing that your Sins 
are forgiven, and you may be ſure 
they are forgiven? And upon the 
very day of Pentecoſt, he ſaid, Re- 
pent and be baptized every one 0 
you in the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, for 
the Remiſſion of Sins. Here is not 
only Repentance required for the 
Remiſſion of Sins z but Baptiſm too. 
And is not the Baptiſmal Covenant 
a Condition on our parts? It muſt 
be a mere piece of Pageantry, and 
an inſignificant Ceremony, if it doth 
not imply a Stipulation on the part 
of thoſe who are baptized. And 
what is a Stipulation, but a Federal 
Condition? ſo that thoſe who ex- 
clude Conditions from the Coye- 
yenant of Grace, muſt make nothing 
of the Baptiſmal Covenant, as to a- 
ny real Obligation on the Conſci- 
ences of Men. And how can thoſe 
be accounted Chriſtians who do ſo? 
 - | Theſe 
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Theſe things are ſo plainin Scri- 
pture, that I wonder how thoſe can 
account it the Rule of their Faith 
who deny them; but, whatever 
ſuch Men pretend they muſt-take up 
their Theological Meaſures, as they 
call them, ſome other way. And it 
is not hard to gueſs what it is which 
makes ſuch Dodrines ſo Popular 
with thoſe, who have a mind tore- 
concile the Praftice of gainful, and 
trading, and faſhionable Sins with 
an Intereſt m Chriſt ; which is caſi- 
ly done, if no more be neceflary to 
Remiſlion' of Sins, but ſuch a Faith 
whereby they believe their Sins are 
already pardoned. 

Whether this be the Reaſon of 
fome Mens liking ſuch Doctrines 
above others I cannot ſay ; but it is 
no wonder if they ſhould; and it is 
a dangerous Temptation for others 
to preach ſuch pleafing Opinions, 
eſpecially when they are covered 0- 
ver with the very ſpecious Pretence 
of advancing the free Grace of God; 
which muſt be free indeed if no 


Conditiqns be required on our parts. 
K 4 But 
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But then' methinks they might as 
well exclude a Condition withoutas 
well-as within them and ſo there 
would be no need -of the SatisfaCti- 
on of Chriſt. For the Abfolute Pro- 


miſes of the New Covenant, on 
-which ſomuch weight is laid (with 


out comparing them with other pla- 
ces- of Scripture) ſpeak no more. of 
Chriſt's Sufferings than they do of a- 
ny Conditions in us: But to this they 
think they have a full Anſwer by at- 
tributing to God ſuch a ſort of Vin- 
didive Taſtice as requires an abſo- 
lute, and rigid, and perfedt Satisfa- 
ion in the ſame kind for the Sins 
of Mankind. Now this one would 
think doth not agree well with the 
Notion of Debts (already examin- 
ed) for what ſort of Vindiftive Ju- 
ſtice is that, which makes Dehts ſo 
neceſlary to be paid tothe utmoſt Far- 
thing ? But Dr. Criſp hath put both 
theſe together in ſeveral places. 

The truth is, ſaith he, where-ever 
Sin 1s, the Juſtice of God will have 
plenary -xr5 778 5 for all the Sins 
in the World God will have full S$4- 


tisfatFion 
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tisfaTion either by the Sinner himſelf 

or by ſome Surety for him ; Chriſt, ſee- 
ing he hath taken the Sins of the Ele# 

pon him, he muſt pay the full value, 

and his pay muſt be as full as the Re- 
probates in” Hell, God will have the. 
utmoſt Farthing. 
- Again, When Chriſt 'came into the v. 115. 
World, he paid down ready Money all 

at once, he paid for every Parcel at 

one Payment ;, God hath all from him, 

as they ſay, in ready Caſh. 

And again, From the anal laying ?- 357 
Tniquity upon Chriſt, at that inſtant 
when he was upon the Croſs, God nail- 
ed. the Sins of Men to the Croſs of 
Chriſt ; and from that time, there was 

- wot one Sintobe reckoned, either to Be- 
lievers, who are the Members of Chriſt, 
or to Chriſt himſelf; he having made 
_—_ and upon it given out to 

the World, it is finiſhed. What is fi- 
niſhed 8 Is is the payment of the Price 
ſo long look'd for , theutmoſt Farthing 
is now laid down.' 

But in other places he ſpeaks of 
Chriſt's wearing out the Rod of Ven- 
geance to the very Stumps : _ = 
od's 


P. 396 
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P. 274 God's Faſtice, as 4 Blood-hound fol- 


lowing the Scent of Blood, and. ſeizes 

where-ever he finds it, If Chriſt take 

our Blood upon him, Tuſtice will fol» 

low him, Loy as if he 

_ been the very Perſon ating the 
1h. 

What mean and unworthy Repre- 
ſentations' are thefe of the Divine 
Fuſtice, which is always accompa- 
nied with Infinite Wiſdom; and ads 
not here for Vengeance but to pre- 
vent it | 'God hath great, and wiſe, 
and becoming Ends to all the Di- 
vine PerfeQions in the Sufferings of 
Chriſt for us in order to our Redem- 
ption and Salvation. But ſuch kind 
of Notions as theſe, made Men ab- 
hor the Notion of Satrssfa#ion, and 
gave all the advantages which they 
ever had againſt it. Therefore, if 
we would defend it ſucceſsfully, we 
- muſt have a great deal of care not 
to run upon theſe Antinomian Prin- 
ciples ; which muſt unavoidabl 
carry us into ſuch Abſurdities, whi 
will make our Adverſaries inſult and 
triumph z as we find they do in __ 

ats 
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late Pamphlets, when ever they en- 
counter this Notion of SatisfaCtion. 
And they would make the World 
believe, that there is no other 
which is a piece of Artifice in them 
and if ever they prevail in their Un- 
dertakings, it muſt be only with 
ſuch Perſons who have eſpouſed 
ſuch an indefencible Notion of it. 
For the —_ of all they ſay a- 
gainſt the rine of SatisfaFion in 

the moſt corre& Edition of the Raco- Caech. 
vian Catechiſm (which if they have Raco7- 
any, is to be look'd on as the Stan-f ** 
dard of their Docrine) is, that the 
Payment of the utmoſt Farthing muſt 
exclude all Conditions on our fide 

ſo that the Notion of Satisfa&tion 
doth lay the Foundation of Aztino= 
arianiſm : which Dr. Criſp very well 
ſaw, and therefore by juſt Conſes 
quence built his Do&rine upon it. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. Il, 


The State of the Socinian Contrg- 
". 1 verſy Explam'd, . with reſpet to 
'1i the preſent Differences among 
- Diſſenters about it. 


Hows thus far endeavoured to 
1 L lay open the-Myſtery of Anti- 
nomianilm, and thereby to remove 
the falſe Principles on which the 
Dodrine of 'SatifaFion hath been 
maintained, I now come more cloſe- 
ly to conſider the Charge of Sodinia- 
iſm: npon thoſe who have appear- 
ed moſt vigorouſly againſt it. A- 
mong theſe, in your Appeal , you 
Have fingled out Mr. Baxter, who 
xwas remarkable for his Succeſsfull 
writing againſt them ; and Mr. Daz. 
Wilkams, who hath made himſelf 
known to the World by his Exa- 
mination of Dr. Criſp's Opinions, 
I do not fay it is upon that Account 
that you have endeavoured to re- 
preſent them, as yielding too much 

50 
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to the: Socinians; for you declare 
againſt ſome of them your ſelf with 
great vehemency ; but I may ſay; 
and hope to make 'it out, that it 
hath been 'only a miſtaken appre- 
kenfion of the true ſtate of the Con- 
troverſy, which hath been. the 'oc- 
caſion of all theſe Heats ; and- that 
there is no Cauſe for any real Dif- 
ference among thoſe who are not 
Antinomians ;, either in the Princi- 
ples, or the Conſequences which fol- 
low from them. | 
And therefore I ſhall immediately 
apply my ſelf to the ſeveral Heads 
of your Appeal in the Order you 
have placed them; and bring under 
each of them the Matters which lie 
diſperſed in your Book. 


(1.) Abont Chriſt's Suſferings being 
a proper Pumiſhment of our Sins. 

As to this you produce ſeveral 
Paſſages out of Mr. Baxter's Wri- 
tings z wherein he denies Chriſt's 
Sufferings to have been a proper Pu- 
niſhment of our Sins, but only ſaith 
that they were Improperly, Analogical- 


Ly. 
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ly, and Materially Penal : that our 


ins were not a proper Meritorious 
Canſe, but only Occaſional of Chriſt's 
erings ; and that they were not 
from the Obligation of the Law, but | 
only from his voluntary Undertaking « 
and that Mr. Williams follows him | 
in thoſe Notions. For you look on 
him only as #he Acceſſory, and the 
other the Principal. | 

In Examining this matter, we have 
two things to confider. 

x. In what Senſe this is aſſerted 
by Mr. Baxter. 

2. How far this Senſe doth over- 
throw the Dodrine of Satisfaion 
and Mr. W. is concerned it. tt, 

1. Asto the Senſe in which theſe 
things are aſſerted by Mr. Baxter. 
For which we muſt have recourſe 
to his Writings, where he hath de- 
livered his Opinion moſt clearly, 
I paſs over therefore his Aphoriſmrs, 
becauſe he declared afterwards, that 
he had expreſſed his Mind more ful- 
ly in his other Books ; eſpecially in 
his Confeſſion of Faith; purpoſely 
Written for the clearing of himſelf. 
In 
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In that Book, he owns, p.'3. that 

in his younger days, he was near 

being emſnared by the Antinomiax 

Do@rines ; but ards he 

them to . not nly falſe but _— 

OUS, an f to prevai 
indiciows Minds, hich 


weak and i | 
al againſt ther ; which 


excited hjs 
expoſed him, as he ſaith, fomuch to 
the Hatred and Reproaches of thoſe 
who favour'd them. 

In the Confeſſion of his Faith, p. x2. 
he expreſly owns not only Chriſt to 
be God and one with the Father ; but 
that taking our Nature upon him, he 
gave up himſel fa Sacrifice for our Sins, 
and a Ranſom for us in ſuffering 
Death upon the Croſs. And after- 
wards, p. 152. he ſets down the Az- 
tinomian Dodttrine on one fide, the 
Socinian on the other, and his own 
as the Truth in the middle. The 
Payoerg , is o_ Fog rem Te- 
ns Chriſt ſatisfied God's Juſtice as in 
the Pd Mr his jd that in 
Law ſenſe and God's Account , the 
themſelves did ſatisfy in and by Gm 
So that Chriſt's Canes were the ___ 
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ard proper Execution of the threatning 
of the Law to Man; and ſo acquits 


| them iiplo fafto, on the meer Suffer- 


ing ; aid ſo it is theirs as paid and 


ſuffered by Chriſt, and accepted by God, 


without or before any further means of 
——— fo grve thens 
a Right in it, or to its Fruits, 

The Sorimian Dofrine is thus ex- 
preſſed. That Jeſus Chriſt did not 
z#ndergo any Penalty for our Sins, as 
the Meritorious , or Pro-meritorious 
Canſe, but only as Occaſions ; and 
that he did not make any SatisfaFion 
to God's Fuſtice for us, bat only ſuffer 
from the cruelty of wicked Men, and. 
rot as from a juſt and offended. 
God; and ſet us a Copy or Bxample 
of Patience by his Death: for our Invi- 
#ati07: | ; | 

That which he puts down as the- 
Truth is this. Jeſus Chriſt as the 
Publick Sponſor did bear the Puniſh- 
arent deſerved by the Sins of the World, 
and made to his Father a Satisfation 
ſufficient for all. T need not repeat 
any more in this place: this. bein 
ſufficient to ſhew that he did rejodt 

the 
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the Socinian DodFrine ; and owned 
that Chriſt did. bear the Puniſhment 
deſerved by Mankind, and made full 
Satisfation to the Father. 
' You: may ſay, i is no news for 
Ms. Baxter to be charged with contra- 
diting himſelf. And it is poflible 
for a Man who writes much, and 
lives long, to fall into ſuch different 
ways of Expreſling his Mind as by o- 
thers may be taken for Self-contra- 
ditions which really are not ſo, 
But this muſt be narrowly examin'd, 
leſt we do Him or the Truth injury. 
We muſt therefore conſider. the 
force of thoſe Expreſſions you pro- 
duce out of him, 

In his Methods Theologie you lay, 
That he expreſly declares that the Suf- 
ferings of Chriſt as to the Reaſon of the 
thing, were only a Natural Evil un- 
dergone by Octaſion, and the remote 
Canſality of the Sins of Mankind. 
Not that our Sins deſerved his Puniſh- 
ment ;, but becauſe unleſs our Sins had 
deſerved Puniſhment he had not under- 
gone it, Becauſe there 1s no proper 


Puniſhment but for Sin; and ſo the 
L Suffer- 
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Sufferings of Chriſt are only Puniſh- 
ment in an Improper and Analogical 
ſenſe. 

This is the force of what you cite 
out of him, and to the ſame purpoſe 
you quote his Book of Univerſal 
Redemption, lately printed, but long 
ſince 'written;z as appears by the 
Poſiſcript to his Aphoriſms, and by 
the Book it (elf. 

The chief Expreſſion in it, p. gr. 
is, That Chriſt's Sufferings had no 
proper Meritorious Cauſe, but yet man's 
Sins were the Pro-cauſa Meritoria ; 
he undertook to* bear that Suffering , 
which for them was ane tons (not to 
him.) And therefore when I ſay he 
bore the Sufferings due to us, 1 mean 
it materialiter only ; ſuch Sufferings 


"for kind and weight he bore, but hjs 


Obligation to bear there was only from 
his own Sponſton, and not from the 
Law. From theſe paſſages, you ſay, 
you fear a Deſign in ſome Followers a- 
gainſt the DoFrine of a Real, Full, 
and Proper SatisfaFion to God's Ju- 
ſtice for our Sins. To which it is Eſ- 
ſential, that Chriſt's Sufferings be truly 


and 
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and roperly Penal :; and that ONY + 


Sis be the near Impulſfoe Meritorious 
Canſe of them ; and that the Obligati- 
on thereunto ariſe from the ſanion of 
the Law. This latter part muſt be 
examined afterwards. _ 

2. I now come to conlider how 
far this overthrows the Dodrine of 
Satisfaction. To whichT anſwer, 
x. It doth not appear how this 
touches Mr. D. W. the Principal in 
the Accuſation ; although. you ſup- 
poſe him but an Acceſſory in the 
Do@Grine. And therefore it ought 


to have been made out, that Mr. W. 


hadeſpouſed theſe Notionsof Mr. B. 
for he © might follow him in other 
things, and find reaſon to diflent 
from him'in this. Therefore.I ex- 


pected to find ſome Proof that Mr. 


. had ſaid the ſame things asto 
this matter, which Mr. B. had done. 
But you only produce the Complexi- 
on of his Writings, and their tendency 
and his Notions, Phraſes, Terms and 
Arguments to prove this Charge : from 
whence you infer, That he muſt with 
Mr. B. deny Chriſt's Sufferings to be 

L 9 properly 
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| properly Penal. Now | appeal to 

' your, ſelf, whether in a matter of 

ſuch Conſequence as you apprehend 

this to be, 4t be juſt and reaſonable 

to charge one man with another's 
Opinions from general Preſumpti- 

ons and Surmiſes ? Eſpecially when 

he frequently owns the Sufferings 

of Chriſt to be a Puniſhment for 

our Sins, in oppoſition to: the Socz- 

n1an Dofrine. Either Mr. Bs Do- 

drine as to this Matter falls in with 

the Socinans or it doth not ; it not, 

why ſo much heat againſt it > If it 

. doth , Mr. W. utterly diſowns it 

for he expreſly reje&s the Sociniar 
Notion ; as. will appear by theſe 

places which I have obſerved in 

him. . In the firſt place he makesno 

ſuch Diſtintions of a Pro-meritorious 

Cauſe and Analogical Puniſhments as 

Mr. B. did. And he afferts Chriſt's 
Sufferings to be a Puniſhment for our 

Sins, 1n ſeveral places; as in theſe 

Man mde Words : But he was willing to bear 
Righteous the Puniſhment of our Crimes, that 
*#'* thereby hemight merit onr Forgiveneſs. 
True, it was for Sin or it had not been 


neceſſary 5 
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neceſſary ; nor yet a Puniſhment, &c. 
Again, Chriſt ſuffered the _ Pu- 
niſhment which Juſtice required, and 
God propoſed for the Expiation of fon. 
And when he was accuſed of Princi- 
ples tending to Socinianiſm, he gave 
this Anſwer. The Socimian Princi- 
ples are ſummarily reduced to that of 
the Trinity, and that of Criſes Sa- 
tisfaFion. They deny the 

Chriſt as the Son of God by Eternal 
. Generation, we affirm it, they deny 
the Perſonality of the Holy Ghoſt, we 
affirm it. The malice of our Adverſa- 
ries cannot pretend to touch ns here. 
The Socinians deny that Chriſt died a 
proper Sacrifice for Sin, we affirm it. 
They deny that Chriſt's Sufferings were 
the Puniſhment of our Sins, we affirm 
it. They deny that Chriſt ſatisfied 
Divine Juſtice, or died in our place, 
we affirm that the ſatisfied Juſtice, and 
that Chriſt died in our place and ſtead. 
And in another place, Þ aſſert Chriſt's 
Sufferings to be Puniſhment ſatisfaFory 
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P. 18, 


P. 229. 


to Fuſtice for our Sins. And you tell Anſweto 

me,that you agree with me, That the _ Je th 

true Controverſy between the Soci- apreal, 
L 3 mans Þ: 7: 
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nians and us lies here, Whether the 
Sufferings of Chriſt were to be con- 
ſidered as a Puniſhment for our Sins, 
or as Dominion only over an Inno- 
cent Perfon in order to his Advance- 
ment. to Glory. If you agree in 
this, and Mr: W. ſo freely owns that 
Chriſt's Sufferings were a Puniſhment 
for our Sins z how come you to ſuſ- 
pet that his Notions tend to Soct- 
nianiſe ?. And in his late Animad- 
verſions on your Defence of the Re- 
port, p: eo, he ſaith, That he joyned 
with his Brethren in ſaying that the 
Puniſhment of our Sins was inflicted 
on Chriſt ; that God might without 
injury to his Juſtice, pardon and ſave 
Penitent Believers. ' Is this a Socini- 
an Error Or is a Word wanting to 
make Chriſt's Sufſerings proper Puniſh- 
ments & Nay, what is it to anſwer 
for our Violations * Is not to anſwer 
for our-Sins another thing than SOcini- 
ans hold 2 _ Even this is noleſs than 
ſuffering the Puniſhment of our Sins ; 
if we were for violating the Law under 
its Obligations to ſuffer thoſe Puniſh 


ments. 


But 


 E— 
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But you may ſay, That all this 3s 
meer Sophiſtry, and that he means on- 
ly Puniſhment Materially and Analo- 
gically, as My. B. doth, although he 
finds it neceſſary to be more cautious 
and reſerved in his Expreſſions : but 
I ſee no cauſe for ſuch a ſuſpicion as 
to Mr. W. I come therefore, 


C 2.) To confider whether Mr. 
Baxter's own words dolay him open 
to the ſuſpicion of going too far to- 
wards the Socinians in this matter, 
For, in this caſe we muſt diſtinguiſh 
the Scripture Notion of Puniſhment 

_ from a ſtrict and Philoſophical ſenſe 
| of it. The Scripture ſpeaks in ge- 
| neral of Chriſt's bearing our Sins, and 
our Iniquities being laid upon him, and 
his being made Ss for us, &c. but 
not a word of ſtri# and proper Pu- 
niſhment ; but of that which was Ap- 
pointed and Accepted in order to 
Atonement for our Sins, as the Im- 
pulſeve Cauſe, becauſe the Nature of 
the Expreſſions do imply it; which 
becomes Meritorious by his volunta- 
ry undertaking it. 
L 4 But 
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But Mr. B. it ſeems could not ſa- 
tisfy himſelf with the General Terms 
of Scripture; but was reſolved to 
enquire into the Nature and Reaſon 
of the thing it ſelf; and from thence 
he found theſe things, as to Sin and 
Puniſhment ;, which he thought fit 
to be conſidered. 

i. That Puniſhment is a Natural 
Evil inflifed for a Moral Ewll ;, 
wherein the Matter is the Evil it ſelf 
as Natural; the Form, as he calls it, 
the Reſpett to the Meritorious Cauſe. 

2. That the Name of Puniſhment is 
in it ſelf ambignons ; becauſe it relates 
to Puniſhment juſtly infliFed, and that 
which is not: the former is proper 
Puniſhment, the 2d is only Analogi- 
cally ſo. Here Analogical Puniſh- 
ment is that which isunjuſtly inflict- 
ed, if it be therefore juſtly 1t muſt 
be proper Puniſhment. 

3. The firſt and moſt natural ſenſe 
of Puniſhment is, when the Offender 
bimſelf ſuffers for his Fault ;, but there 
may be two other Reaſons of Puniſh- 
went, which he calls Analogical ; be- 


cauſe they do not immediately follow 
Perſonal 
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Perſonal Guilt ;, and thoſe are either 
from nearneſs of Relation; as SubjeFs 
for Princes, and Children for Parents ; 
or by voluntary Sponſion, as in vicari- 
ous Puniſhments. (By which we are 
not to underſtand, as you ſeem toe- 
ſtimate, that which is vice pexe, or, 
Inflition inſtead of Puniſhment ;, but Rey. 
it is a Real Puniſhment by Subſtitu- 
tion of one in the place of ano- 
ther.) 

From hence he inferrs, That ſince 
Chriſt did not ſufſer as a Sinner, there- 
fore his Puniſhment could not be pro- 
per in the ſtriFeſt ſenſe; and ſo it muſt 
be Aralogical, becauſe not immediate- 
ly conſequent upon the Fault, but by 
the Voluntary AG of another perſon, 
For, in the Reaſon of the thing he al- 
lows only the Sinner himſelf to be ca- 
pable of the Puniſhment ; 1. e. in the 
primary ſenſe of it, Butif he thatun- 
dergoes the Puniſhment for another 
by his own Ad, be juſtly puniſhed 
upon his voluntary Sponfion, then, 
I ſay, the Fault of another becomes 
a meritorious Cauſe as to him, or there 
muſt be [juſtice in the Puniſhment. 

For 
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For he diſtinguiſhes between a Py- 
niſpment upon a falſe Imputation,which 
he calls Unjuſt, but Analogical ;,' aud 
a Puniſhment of auother I, Conſent, 
which he calls Analogical , but not 
Uxnjuſt. But if the Puniſhment be 
Juſt, the Cauſe muſt be juſt ; it could 
not be juſt with reſpe& to his own 
Fault, for none is ſuppoſed ; there- 
fore there may be a juſt Puniſhment 
for another's Fault; and if fo, that 
may. be truly ſaid to be the Merito- 
rio## Cauſe of it, and the Puniſhment 
a proper Puniſhment, although for a- 
nother's Fault. But that which led 
Mr.'B. into the denying of it was, 
the Antinomians making Chriſt to un- 
dergo the proper Puniſhment of our 
Sir; becauſe our Perſonal Guilt was 
according to them transferred upon 
him: but he finding this Principle 
to be the Foundation of Arntinomia- 
1iſzr, and that this could not be true, 
he therefore denied Chriſt's Puniſh- 
ment to be proper, as it is oppoſed to 
Analogical. For he ſaith, That iz 4 
4-proper ſenſe our Sins could never be 
the Ss of Chriſt, becauſe the ſame Ac- 


cident 
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cident cannot belong to divers SubjeFs. 
Which is true ; but from thence he 
concludes, That fpnee our Sins could 
#0t be in Chriſt, he could not be ſaid to 
be properly puniſhed for them; ſemce the 


Guilt of the Fault as ſuch muſt ſtick to 
the Sinner, but the Guilt of the Fault as 


to the Puniſhment may be transferr'd : 
and becauſe there can be no Pumiſbreeut 


without reſpe@ to a Fault, therefore he 


ſaith they were Analogical Punifhments 
on the Account of the Sins of Mankind. 
But then, as you truly cite his words, 
he makes our Sins not to be the Meri- 
torious Cauſe of them, but a kind of pro- 
meritorious, or occaſional Cauſe. | 

But we muſt do him right, fo far 
as:to take notice, that in ſtating the 
Sacimian Controverſie, he makes it to 
conſiſt, in denying that Chriſt did\un- 
dergo any Penalty for our Sins as' the 
Meritorious or Pro-meritorious Cauſe, 
but only as Occafions. And yet here 
he: makes the Pro-meritorious Cauſe 
«nd the Occaſional to be the ſame ; 
and! he denies, That our Sins were 
the Meritorious Cauſe ; but owly becauſe 
if we had nat ſinned be had not. jufſe- 
red, Theſe 
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Theſe Expreffions, I grant, taken 
alone, yield too muck} to the Socini- 
ans, who do not deny our Sins to 
have been a Remote, Impulſive and 
Occaſronal Canſe of Chriſt's Sufferings ; 
bat deny them to be the Meritorzous 
Cauſe of them. ; 

What then? muſt we give up Mr. 
B. tothem? By no means. For how 
could he be a S$9cin7an who fo frank- 
ly on all occaſions owned the Do- 
Qtrines of the Trinity and Satisfati- 
on 2 But theſe things may be ſaid 
for his Vindication. 

1. That by laying all the Paſſages 
together , he muſt mean ſomething 
more by his Pro-meritoriows Cauſe than 
merely 2 Remote Occaſional Canſe ; 
becauſe, in ſetting down the Socini- 
an DoFrine, he plainly diſtinguiſh- 
es between the Pro-meritorious Cauſe 
and the Occaſions ; and ſaith, the So- 
cinians allow one and not the other. 
How can this be, if they were the 
ſame? How came his Pro-mreritorious 
Cauſe to be in one place the ſame 
with Occaſional, and in the other as 
diſkint- from it as the Socinian Do- 


Frine 
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Frine is from ours? Therefore it is 
but a reaſonable Interpretation of his 
latter words, to ſuppoſe: that he 
meant more than that our Sins were 
only a Remote Occaſion of Chriſt's 
Sufferings. H 

2, A Meritorious Cauſe may be con- 
ſidered two ways. | 

I..Antecedently to any Att of the 
Legiſlator ;. and as it relates: to 
what follows from the nature of the 
thing of which Mr. B. ſpeaks; and 
ſo, , "ld Gmilt is the only Meri- 


torious Cauſe of Puniſhment ;” for 


that »doth naturally belong: to it, 
and Puniſhment can be only deſer- 
ved by it, as Mr. B. truly obſerves. 
2. Conſequently to the Legitla- 
tor's Act in admitting another by his 
own Conſent to undergo the Puniſh- 
ment which the Offender deſerved ; 
and ſo the Law transferrs the Guilt 
of the Puniſhment to the Innocent 
Perſon without any Injuftice ; as 
Mr. B. confefles, when he allows »v4- 
carions Puniſhments ; or one ſuffe- 
ring by voluntary Sponſion 11 ano- 


ther's place. Now in this caſe, no 


Man 
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Man-can ſay, that Antecedently the 
Fault of the Offender was any more 
'thati an Occaſional Cauſe of the Inno> 
<&tit Perſon's ſuffering; but taking 
all together, when he 1s admitted to 
ſuffer in the place of the Guilty, the 
Law with the Puniſhment makes the 
Impulſive Cauſe become Meritorious, 
as it is the immediate Reaſon of his 
Sifferings. The only Queſtion then 
is, 'whether this can properly be 
called a Meritorious Canſe. To an- 
{wer this, that Expreſſion may be ta- 
ken in two Senſes. 

r.. In the ſtrict and proper Senſe, 
and ſd it follows Perſonal and Inhe- 
rent Guilt; and this your ſelf deny 
to-have been in Chriſt, _ | 

2; In the Senſe of the Law; and 


fo-that which is the near Impulſive 


Cauſe may be truly ſaid to be 
Meritorious, as to his Sufferings ; 
For our Sins were the immediate 
Reaſons of them; becauſe they 
made it an A of Juſtice, which o- 
therwiſe had been only an A of 


Power and Dominion. 


3. The 
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| The main Point in Controver- 
fie between us and the Socinians, is 
not about the Senſe of a Meritorious 
and Pro-meritorions Cauſe, and how 
they are to- be diſtinguiſhed from 
ek otherz nor about the moſt 
ſtri& and proper Senſe of Puniſh- 
ment, whict muſt ſuppoſe Inherent 
Guilt, which cannot be in the Caſe 
of our Sayiour (and your ſelf grant, 
that the ſuppoſition is falſe and blaſ- 
phemous ;,) bit it is, whether Chriſt 
did really undergo the Puniſhment of 
our Sins, in order to the being a Sa- 
crifice of Atonement for them. And 
in' this, we. have Mr. B's Conſent 
exprefled on all Occaſions ; and 
ſome Liberty muſt be allow'd to Me- 
taphyſical Heads to ſhew their Skill in 
Diſtinctions 'above other Men and 
ſometimes, when there is no _cauſe 
for them,” But we muſt not preſent- 
ly charge Men with Herefie for new 
invented Diſtin&tions; wherein they 
may be allowed to pleaſe themſelves, 
ſo they do not cumber the Faith 
with them ; nor be too ſharp upon 
their Brethren for not apprehending 
the uſe of them. There 
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There is a remarkable Story in 
the Hiſtory of the Synod of Dore, 
which may not be improper in this 
place. There were in one of the 
S.Lubber- Univerſities of that Country two 


Profeſſors, both very warm and ex- 


_ treamly zealous for that which they 


accounted the moſt Orthodox Do- 
Frine; but it happened, that one 
of theſe accuſed the other before 
the Synod for no fewer than 50 Er- 
rors, tending to Socinianiſm, Pela- 
gianiſm , &c. and wonderful 'Heat 
there was on both ſides. At laſt, a 
Committee was appointed to exa- 
min this dreadful Charge, and upon 
Examinations they found no ground 
for the Charge of Socimianiſm or a- 
ny other Hereſie, but only that he 
had afferted too much the uſe of 
Ambiguous and Scholaſtick Terms, 
and endeavoured to bring in the 
way of the School-men in his Wri- 
tings; and therefore the Synod diſ- 
miſs'd him, with that prudent Ad- 
vice, rather to keep to the Language 
of the Scriptures than of the Schools. 


I ſhall make no Application. 


Where 
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Where we are well affured, that 
Perſons keep to the main Point of 
Faith, we ought to give the moſt 
favourable Interpretation to ſome 
peculiar Modes of fpeaking, which 
appear to have more Subtilty and 
Art in them ; for ſome Men will be 
always ready to fhew the goodneſs 
and ſtrength of their Eye-ſfight by 
diſtinguiſhing things quite out of the 
view of other Men; and ſometimes 
it is poflible that they may take the 
Shadows in their Eyes for real and 
diſtin& Obje&s without them. AIll 
that I aim at is, to keep Men as 
much as may be, within the Bounds 
of the Chriſtian Faith ; without rai- 
fing new Difficulties by new Phraſes 
and Subtilties, which reach not to 
the Common Faith ; but if any will 
do ſo, let not others make more 
than there is, of ſuch Pecultarities, 
and preſently fuſpect that they are 
carrying on Deſigns to .undermine 
the Fundamental Articles of our Re- 
ligion; 


M But 


161 


162 


P, 39 


Of the Suffermgs Part II. 


But before I diſmiſs this Particu- 
lar, I muſt take notice of what you 
ſay relating to it. | 

As, (t.) That the Unitarians i 
one of their late Pamphlets do ſay, 
That though Chriſt did not undergo 
Puniſhment properly ſo called, yet he 
did. ſo in a Popular Senſe of Puniſh- 
ment ;, and ſo they grant as much as 
Mr. B. | 

Tothis, I anſwer, That the Caſe 
is not the ſame: For Mr. B. we find 
on all occaſions aflerts Chriſt's being 
the Eternal Son of God, and taking 


our Nature upon him: and bearing 


: the Puniſhment deſerved by our Sins, 


and makine SatisfaFion to the Father 
for the Sins of Mankind : Can any 
Onitarian ſay this and be till an 
Unitarian? I know their preſent 
Writers are a ſort of ſlippery Gentle- 
men, who will pretend to very 
ſmooth things that you may take no 
hold of them. And even in the Ar- 
ticle of the Trinity, which they 
have endeavoured with all their But- 
foonry to expoſe and Ridicule, now 
they find that will not do, they 

would 
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would fain come to Terms of Ac- 
commodation, and claim the Benefit 
of Explications ; which others, ſay 
they, are excuſed by. So in one of 
their lateſt Pamphlets, we are told, 
That they profeſs to believe the Article T+gromd! 
of the Trinity : they mayas well ſay, _ Fe 
they profeſs to believe Tranſubſtantiq- Comrover- 
- tion; and may as well call them-,71"v. 
ſelves Divines of the Church of Rome nity of God, 
as of the Church of England. For it *:'*: 
1s inconſiſtent with Moral Honeſty, 
or the Probity of a Deiſt, for any 
Man who is in his Heart an Onitari- 
an to profeſs himſelf a Divine of the 
Church of England : for he muſt be 
a Divine without Conſcience , or 4- 
ny regard to the Faith or Worſhip 
which he joyns in the profeſſion of; 
For can any Church more expreſsly 
declare her Senſe as to the DoFrine 
of the Trinity, than ours has done, 
in her Articles, Creeds, Doxologies, 
Litanies, &c. And can any Men 
that in their Hearts believe not a 
Tittle of it, (as it hath been always 
underſtood in the Chriftian Church) 
yet proteſs themſclves to be Divires 

M 2 - of 
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of ſuch a Church 2 They may bet- 
ter call themſelves Jews and Maho- 
metans ; for they agree far better 
with them as to the Doctrine of the 
Trinity. But theſe Men of Sinceri- 
ty only pretend ot to litigate about 


Terms andWords ;, and therefore are 


for taking them in their own Senſe, and 
ſo will mterpret away our Creeds, 
and Articles, and Prayers; if they 
can but find out ſome kind of Senſe 
which they can underſtand them in. 
And by this new Invention. a Man 
may profeſs to believe a God, and 
mean no more by it, than Spinoza 
did ; ſo that there can be no cer- 
tainty of any Mens Faith or Religi- 
on by their Profeſſions and Sub- 
ſcriptionsand outward Acts of Wor- 
ſhip. 

But, fay they, Why may not ſome 
mens Explications be allowed as well 
as others ? Forvery good Reaſons; 
becauſe ſome mens Explications are 
conſiſtent with the Articles of Faith 
and others are not: and. becauſe 
ſome men give not ſo much occaſi- 
onto ſuſpes their Sincerity as others - 
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do: and for this Cauſe I do think a 
more favourable Senſe ought to be 
put on Mr. Baxter's words than on 
theirs. 

But their greateſt Clamour is , 
That ſuch Explications are allowed as Þ. 1, +2. 
infer arrant Tritheiſm; and although 
Men out of their Charity may forgive 
_ the Tritheiſm of theſe Heatheniſh Wri- 
ters , yet they can never make Three 
Infinite Minds to be but One God. 
But the true Queſtion is not, Whether 
Three Diftin# and Separate Minds 
make Three Gods; but whether Three 
Perſons in the Trinity doſo? And 
even Crel/izs himſelf could have told Crell. Eth. 
them, That the holding Three . Per- Priſtian. 
ſons in one and the ſame Individual Atta 
Eſſence cannot make any real or perfedF Ed. 1681. 
Tritheiſm. And although he doth 
not allow the Notion to be True or 
ConſiRent, yet he thinks the charge 
of Tritheiſm doth not hold, becauſe 
of that cloſe and inſeparable union be- 
tween the Perſons and the Divine Eſ- 
ſence. And although men may put 
a wrong Notion upon Perſon or Hy- 
potheſi5;, yet as long as they aflert 

| M 23 One 
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One Individual Divine Efſence in the 
Three Diſtin& Perſons, the Error lies 
rather in the Explication than in the 
Dodrine of the Trinity. But there 
isa great difference between theſe, 
and thoſe who believe no DiſtinCti- 
on of Perſons at all ; and although 
they would now ſeem to oppoſe 
only the Tritheiſtick Do@rine, as 
they call it ; yet Mankind cannot be 
ſo forgetful, as not to call to mind 
that their firſt oppoſition was to 
what they called the Athanaſian Re- 
ligion ; or that Doctrine of the Tri- 
nity which 1s contained in the Creed 
under the Name of Athanaſire ; 
which we take to be a true Explica- 
tion of itz and therefore thoſe who 
contradi@ that, cannot by us be al- 
lowed the Benefit of their Explica- 
Hons. 

C2.) Youobj#@, That Legal Guilt 
lying in an Oligation to Puniſhment 
where Puniſhment is juſtly inflifed, 
Guilt muſt be ſuppoſed as a neceſſary 
Antecedent thereto, Of this there 1s 
no Queſtion ; for Sin and Puniſhment 
have a neceflary Reſpe& to each - 

| | | other : 
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other : but the Queſtion is, Whe- 
ther Perſonal Guilt muſt be ſuppo- 
ſed ; for then it follows, either that 
Chriſt's Death could not be a Puniſh- 
ment for Sin in any true ſenſe, or 
that our Perſonal Guilt muſt be tranſ- 
ferred upon Chriſt, which you deny. 
But we ſay that P-miſbment may be 
juſtly inflicted , where there was a 
Tranſlation of Guilt by Relaxation 
of the Law as to Perſonal Offenders ; 
and admitting a Mediator to ſuffer 

in their ſtead. 
But, ſay you, ReForal Juſtice doth 
efſentially reſpe# the Law in its Di- 
ſtributions, and never inflicks Suffer- 
ings on any but for Sin as their Meri- 
torions Cauſe. If a Refor ſentenceth 
any to Sufferings without a Regard to 
Sir, it is unjuſt, Whatever a Sove- 
ren in exerting As of Dominion 
may do in this caſe, a Refor cannot 
juſtly infliF Sufferings on an Innocent 
Perſon as ſuch. Here I grant, you 
have come up to the true ſtate of the 
Caſe between the Socinians and Us. 
For, whatever they ſometimes ſeem 
to pretend, they do not allow 
M 4 Chriſt's 
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Chriſt's Sufferings to have any Re- 
lation to Juſtice as a Puniſhment for 
Sin in any true Senſe ; but only that 
they were the Exerciſe of God's Do- 
minion over him, or of his Sove- 
reign ' Power. It's true, they ſay 
that the Sims of Mankind may be ſaid 
to have been an Occaſional Cauſe in 
this ReſpeR, that if we had not Sin- 
ed Chriſt had not Suffered : but this 
kind of Cauſe hath no Influenceup- 
on the Effe& which follows upon 
it; which 1s produced by 1ts true 
and proper Cauſes. As for inſtance, 
a Modern Philoſopher, of great E- 
ſteem among ſome, hath aſſerted , 
that Maxkind are only the Occaſional 
Cauſes of their own Senſations ;, 1. EC. 
that nothing done by us in Seeing or 
Hearing 1s the Cauſe of that we call 
Senſation; but that ſuch a Local 
Motion being ſuppoſed, God him- 
ſelf doth immediately produce in us 
thoſe Ideas, which we call Senfſati- 
ons : and ſo he takes away all Eff- 
eacy from Second Cauſes ;, and thereby 
makes Mankind to have lived under 
a perp2tual -Deluſion, and God © 
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be the Soul of the World. But I 
only mention it here to ſhew, that 
thoſe who aſſert ſuch Occaſional Cau- 
ſes do take away all kind of Efficacy 
from''them. For, an Occaſional 
Cauſe is really no Cauſe at all; but 
ſomething that is ſuppoſed in order 
to the true Cauſe's producing its Ef- 
fe, As the Rlefled Virgin Mary 
being at Bethlehem in the time of the 
Inrolment, was the Occaſional Cauſe 
of our Saviour's being born there ; 
but will any one ſay, that this was a 
True Cauſe of our Saviour's being 
born at Bethlebem? And yet we 
may ſay, that if there had been no 
ſuch place as Bethlehex: , and the 
Blefſed Virgin had not been there, 
he could not have been born there. 
_=_ ſo the Fire of Londox was the 

ccaſronal Canſe of the Monument , 
for there wt been no Fire, there 
had been no Monument ; but will 
any man ſay therefore, that this was 
a Cauſe of the Monument 2 The 
moſt that can be allowed to an Occa- 
fronal Cauſe is to make it a Remote 


Impulſive Cauſe ; and ſo the A 
b O 
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of Mankind by Sin was the Cauſe of 
Chriſt's 'Suffering ; as the Diſeaſes 
of Mankind are the Occaſional Cauſe 
of the Study and Practice of Phy- 
ſick : for if there had been no Diſ- 
eaſes, there would have been no 
need of Phyſicians. And this is all 
that they can make of our Sins being 
the Cauſes of Chriſt's Death; vs. 
that they were an Occaſion of his 
coming to bear the Diſeaſes of Man- 
kind ; which becauſe his Preaching 
the Dodrine of the Goſpel could 
not extend far enough to do, there- 
fore he thought fit to configm his 
Dodrine by his Death ; xpon which 
followed the Preaching of it to the 
World, and upon that Repentance 
and Amendment of Life; and ſuch 
a Power in Chriſt as to be able to 

ſave all ſuch as truly Repented. 
This is the true Account of the 
Socinian Scheme, after all their Re- 
finings of it in the laſt Edition ofthe 
Racovian Catechiſm: by which it 
appears that they do not allow the 
Sufterings of Chriſt to be a Puniſh- 
ment for Sin 1n any true and proper 
Senſes; . 
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Senſe; but only an Aft of Sovereign- 
o in God. What yo lay, That a * 
eFor cannot infli& juſtly Sufferings 
on an Innocent Poſe 1s Fey oe 
an Argument againſt Chriſt's Sati(- 
fation ; but when you add as ſuch, 
I ſuppoſe you thereby allow Chriſt's 
Offering juſtly as taking our Sins up- 
on him; which is the thing we af- 
{ert againſt them ; and if he ſuffered 
juſtly on that Account, then his Suf- 
ferings were a true and proper Pu- 
niſhment. For whatever is inflicted 
for Sin is ſo, although not in the 
moſt ſtrit and proper ſenſe, which 
ſuppoſes inherent Guilt. And this 
is all that Grotins afd Voſſurs mean þ 29, 46. 
in the places you cite out of them ; 
viz. That our Sins were an Anfece- 
dent and Impulfive Cauſe as to 
Chriſt's Sufferings; and ſo they were 
a true and proper Puniſhment ; but 
they never could 1magin it in the 
moſt ſtri& and proper Senſe ; for 
they never ſaid that Chriſt ſuffered 
the very ſame which we were to 
have ſuffered ; which was Puniſh» 
ment in the ſtricteſt Senſe; but that 
Ty which 


172 


Of the Sufferings Part IL 


which was properly a Puniſhment 
with reſpe& to Sin, and which God 
accepted as a full, perfeiF, and ſafſci- 
ent Sacrifice for the Sins of - 
kind. 

TheSummof what I have ſaid on 
this Argument is this ; That the moſt 
proper ſenſe of Puniſhment is that 
which belongs to Perſonal Guilt ; 
ſo that either Chriſt could not ſuffer 
the moſt proper Puniſhment 5 or 
the Perſonal Guilt of our Sins muſt 
be transferred upon him, But fince 
you deny this, you muſt yield Pu- 
nifhment to be taken in a ſenſe leſs 
proper, but yet a true Puniſhment 
or Sin and properly ſo called ; be- 
cauſe Sin was the near Impulſive 
Cauſe of it. Therefore, thoſe who 
do aſſert the Sufferings of Chriſt to 
have been a true Puniſhment for Sin 
have no reaſon to be condemned 


and cenſured as approaching to $9- 


cinianiſy, For , if this hold all 


muſt be either Antinomians or Soci= = 


nians ; but as you defire to avoid 
both extremes your ſelf, ſo I hope 
you will allow your Brethren the 

ſame ' 
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ſame liberty , although they may 
differ in ſome modes of Expreſſion 
from you. "iy 


(2.) Of the Change of Perſons be- 
tween Chriſt and Us ;, and of Chriſt s 
ſuffering itt our ſtead. 


This Article about the Commutati- 

on of Perſons was thought fit to be 

pitched upon as the Foundation of 

a New Charge upon Mr. W's Book. 
From hence a great heat hath riſen 

. about the Senſe of it; and I per- 
ceive by your Appeal, p. 43. that 
there is ſo much Diſatisfa#on ſtill 

among the Diflenting Brethren that 

they will not Renounce the Antinomian 
Errors till ſatisfaFion be given as to 

what Mr. W. is charged with. Now 

this to me ſeems to be a very ſtrange 

method of Proceeding, If they do 

really think the Antinomian'Errors 

to be Errors indeed, why muſt the 

Renouncing theni depend upon Mr. 

V's giving them ſatisfa&tion in this 

matter ? Suppoſe the other fide had 

faid, That they would not Renounce 


the 
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the Socinian or Arminman DoTrines 
till My. C. My.Ch. My. M. &c. had 
cleared themſelves of Antinomianiſm, 
would this have been thought a rea- 
ſonable Excuſe > Would they not 
have ſaid, that now they ſhew in- 
deed what Fondneſs they had for 
thoſe Opinions , when they put it 
upon ſuch terms which they thought 
would never be accepted of? If it 
hold on one ſide, it muſt on the o- 
ther too. But I ſhall take no advan- 
tage of ſuch an unaccountable Stiff- 
neſs; but proceed to an Impartial 
Examination of this matter, as it 
lies on both ſides. Which will re- 
quire the laying open briefly, the 
Riſe and Progreſs of this Diſpute ; 
and then conſider what Difference 
there ſtill remains; and what are 
the beſt means to compoſe it. 

1. As to the Riſe and Progreſs of 
this Diſpute, we muſt look tor it in 
Dr. Criſp ; whoſe Opinions Mr. WW. 
undertook to .Confute. Now: his 
words are, Mark it well, Chriſt him- 
ſelf is not ſo compleatly Righteous, but 
we are as Righteous as he was ; nor 

we 
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we ſo compleatly Sinful, but Chriſt be- 


came, being made Sin, as compleatly 
Sinful as we. So that here 1s a di- 
re Change ; Chriſt takes our Perſons 
and Condition and ſtands in our 
ſtead, we take Chriſt s Perſon and Con- 
dition and ſtand in his ſtead. Theſe 
wordsare not denied to be D. Criſp's, 
and they are no ſudden or occaſio- 
nal Expreſſions; but are grounded 
upon his main Principle of the 
Tranſlation of our Perſonal Guilt 
upon Chriſt and his Perſonal Righ- 
teouſneſs on Believers: So that here 
is no force or ſtrain upon his words. 
Now to this Mr. W. faith, The 
Difference is , whether there be a 
Change of Perſon between Chriſt and 
Believers This the Doftor affirms 
and I deny. The Queſtion hence 
aroſe, whether theſe Words could 
be reaſonably extended beyond that 
Senfe in which the Dr. afferted it? 
None conld deny but there might 
be other Senſes of the Change of 
Perſons; but in ſuch a caſe be all 
reaſonable ways of interpreting the 
Senſe of Ambiguous Words, we —_ 
Ive 
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have recourſe to the true Occaſion of 
them. And I muſt declare that Ican 
ſee no reaſon for the heat that hath 
been about the Difference of the 
Phraſe, of Change of Perſon , and 
Change of Perſons. But that I may 
expreſs my Senſe of this matter more 
diſtin&ly, I ſhall do it in theſe par- 
ticulars. P hs 

(1.) That Mr. W. did not invent 
the/Phraſe of Charge of Perſon to co- 
ver anill meaning : But you ſeem to 
intimate ſo much , when you ſay, 
That it was not known till he ſtarted 
it; and that it is a Phraſe only ad- 
juſted to expreſs no more than what the 
Socinians do conſtantly grant 5 and 
by it you think is meant, a Change of 
Crift's Perſon from Eaſe to Pain for 
our Good. But if you had carefully 
looked into the words of Dr. Criſp, 
you could not. but obſerve that he 
took the Phraſe from him. Chriſt 
fakes our Perſons and Condition and 
ſtands in our ſtead ; we take Chriſt's 
Perſon and Condition and ſtand in his. 
ſtead. And ſoon after, So that, if 
Joi will reckon well, you muſt always 

reckort 
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reckon your ſelf in another's Perſon; 
and that other in your Perſon. Here 
IS 4 Change of Perſon owned by Dr: 
Cr. and by it he underſtands. the 
Tranſlation of Believers Perſonal 
Guilt upon Chriſt, and his Perſonal 
Righteouſneſs on them; ſo that 
thereby Chriſt is become as ſmmful as 
they, and they as compleatly righteous 
as he, His wordscan have no other 
meaning. And not long after, That 
Sacrifice of his made the Exchange, 
that by virtue of this we became that 
which Chriſt was, and Chriſt became 
that which we were. Why . then do 
you charge Mr. W. with inventing 
this Phraſe to ſerve the Socinians x 
when he denied it, becauſe he found 
it uſed by the Antinomans £ But 
how came this Phraſe to be invented 
by Mr. W. to gratify the Socinians, 
when he ſaith that Dr. Cr. affirmed 
the Change of Perſon and he denied 
it? Would he inventit on purpoſe 
to ſerve them and deny, it when he 
had done ? This makes him not 
very capable of doing them any 
great Service, it = had a mind to 

it 
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it. But Mr. W. faith for himſelf, 
That he did not invent the Phr aſeof 
Change of Perſon, but uſed and cited 
it as Dr. Criſp's; and that this was 
all he denied, and not a Change of 
Perſons, which he fully aſſerted. What 
is to be done 1n this caſe? You 
charge him with inventing a Phraſe 
to ſerve the Socinians, and he de- 
nies the Phraſe and the Senſe of it ; 
you charge him with denying #he 
Change of Perſons;, and he exprefly 
owns and aflerts it. 

All that I can find that you have 
to plead for your ſelf is, That his 
Friend and Defender denies the 


. Change of Perſons ;, and aſſerts that a 


Change of Perſon may be allowed in a 
good ſenſe ; that he oppoſes a Change of 
Perſons, ant ſets up a Change of Per- 
ſon ſengular. Suppoſe all this to be 
true, What follows > Them he took 
a wrong way to defend him. Grant 
that, how doth it appear from thence 
that Mr. W. muſt ſuffer for the Mi- 


ſtakes of a Friend > And yet even 


he hath ſufficiently cleared his mea- 
ning when he faith, That Myr. W. 
denied 
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denied nothing, was concerned to de- 
ny nothing but what the Dr. had affir- 
med ; but the Dr. had affirmed 4 
wild m———_— of Change of Per- 
ſons. between Chriſt and the EletF or 
Believers ; and therefore Mr. W. did 


not, could not deny any thing elſe, ac- 


cording to all the Rules and Laws of 


Pertinent Diſcourſe. This is plain 
Reaſoning . without any quirks of 
Wit to leflen the force of it. And 
ſoon after, ſetting down Dr. Criſp's 
words, he ſaith, And now you have 
zt, what is that Change of Perſons, 
which the Dr. affirms and Mr. W. de- 
mes, which had he not, he had denied 
his Redeemer and betrayed the Goſpel. 
Theſe are ſevere words, but they 
ſhew what his true Apprehenſion 
was of the Change of Perſons as de- 
nied by Mr. W. which could be no 
other than that Senſe in. which Dr. 
Cr. aſſerted it, whether it be Change 
of Perſon, or Change of Perſons. 
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* Books written by the Right Reverend 


Father in God, Edw. Stillingfleer, 
D.D. late L Biſhop of Worceſter, 
and ſold by Henry Mortlock at the. 
Phcenix zx St. Paul's Church-Tard. 


Rational account of the Grounds of the 

| Proteſtant Religion 3 being a Vindication 
of the Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury's Relari- 
on of a Conterence, &c. from the pretended 
Anſwer of T. C, Wherein the true Grounds 
of Faith are cleared; and the falſe diſcovered, 
and rhe Church of England vindicated from 
the Impuration of Schilm ; and the moſt Im- 
portant Controverſies berween us and thoſe of 
the Church of Rome throughly examined, The 
2d Edirion, Fol. 

Origines Britanice, or the Antiquiries of the 
Brieilh Churches, with a Preface concerning 
ſome pretended Antiquities relating to Britan, 
in Vindication of the Biſhop of St, Aſaph. Fol. 

Irenicum, a Weapon-Salve for the Churches 
Wound, Quarto, 

Origines Sacre, Or a Rational account of 
the Grounds of Chriſtian Fairh, as ro rhe 
Trurh and Divine Authority of the Script. and 
rhe marrers therein conrain'd. Quarto, This 
is now printing in Folio with Additions. 

The Unreaſonableneſs of Separation, or an 
Imparrtial Account of the Hiſtory, Nature and 
Pleas of the preſent Separation from the Com- 
munion of the Ch, of Eng/and. 2d Edition, 
Nuarto: 


A Let- 


A Letrer to Mr, G. giving a true Account of 
a late Conference art the D, of P's, 

A Second Letter ro Mr, G. in anſwer rotwo 
Lerrers lately publiſhed concerning the Confe- 
rence at the D. of P's. 

A Diſcourſe concerning the Narure and 
Grounds of the certainty o: Faith, in anſwer 
ro F. $, his Catholick Letters, 

'The Council of Trent Examin'd and Dif. 
ors by Catholick Tradition, in the main 

oints in Controverſie berween Us and the 
Church of Rome ; with a particular Account 
of the Times and Occaſions of Introducing 
them» Parr I, To which a Preface is pre- 
fixed concerning the True Senſe of the Coun- 
cil of Trent, and the Notion of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation, 

A Diſcourſe concerning the Idolatry pra- 
Ctiſed in rhe Church of Reme, and the hazard 
of Salvation in the Communion of ir. Otavo, 

An An{wer to ſeveral late Treariſes occaſi- 
oned by a Book enrtituled, A Diſcourſe con- 
cerning the Idolatry practiſed in the Church 
of Rome, and the hazard of Salvation in the 
Communion of ir ; Part I. Otavo, 

A Second Diſcourſe in Vindication of rhe 
Proteſtant Grounds of Faith, againſt rhe pre- 
rence of Infalibiliry in rhe Roman Church, in 
Anſwer to the Guide in Controverſfie, by R, H. 
Proreſtancy wirhour Principles, and Reaſon 
and Religion ; or the certain Rule of Faith, 
by E, W. with a particular enquiry into the 
Miracles ot the Roman Church. Otavo, 

An Anſwer ro Mr. Creſſy's Epiſtle apologe- 
tical ro a Perſon of Fionour, touching his Vin- 
dication of Dr. Stillingfleet. Otawo, 

A Defence of the Diſcourſe concerning ths 
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Idolatry praCtiſed in the Church of Reme, in 
an{wer tro a Book entiruled, Catholicks no I- 
dolaters: Ofavo, : 

Several Conferences berween a Roman 
Prieſt, a Phanatick Chaplain, and a Divine of 
the Church of England; being a full Anſwer 
ro the late Dialogues of T. G. Ofavo, 

A Dilcourſe concerning Bonds of Reſignati- 
on of Benefices in point of Law and Conſci- 


ence, in Otavo, 


A Diſcourſe concerning the 1llegaliry of rhe 
Eccleſiaftical Commiſhon, in anſwer ro the 
Vindication and Defence 'of it : wherein rhe 
true notion of the Legal Supremacy is clear- 
ed ; and an Account is given of the Nature, 
Original and Miſchief of rhe Diſpenſing Pow- 
cr, 
The Grand Queſtion concerning the Biſhops 
Right to vote in Parliament in Caſes Capital 
ſtared and argued, from the Parliament Rolls 
and rhe Hiſtory of former times ; with an En- 
quiry into their Peerage, and Three Eitatcs 
in Parliament, O#avo, 

A Diſcourſe concerning the Doctrine of 
Chriſt's SatisfaCtion $g or the true Reaſons of 
his Sufferings ; with an Anſwer to the Socini- 
an Objections. To which is added, A Ser- 
mon concerning the Myſteries of the Chriſti- 
an Faith, Preached April 7. 1691. Witha 
Preface concerning the true ſtare of the Con- 
rroverfie abour Chriſt's Satisfa&tion, The Se- 
cond Edition, $0, 

Sermons preached upon ſeveral Occaſions 
in 3 Volumes 820. | | 
A Fourth Volume will be publiſhed in a lir- 
tle rime, never before printed, 

* A Diſcourſe in Vindication of the o__ 
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of the Trinity : with an Anſwer tothe laze $o- 
- . cinian Objections againſt ir, from Scripture, 
Antiquity and Reaſon. And a Preface con- 
cerning the different Explications of . the Tri- 
nity, and the Tendency of the preſent Socin;. 
an Controverſie, The ſecond Edition, 80, 

The Biſhop of Worceſter's Anſwer to Mr. 
Lock's Letter concerning ſome Paſſages rela- 
ting to his Eſſay of Humane Underſtanding, 
mentioned in the late Diſcourſe in Vindicari- 
on of the Trinity, With a Poſtſcript in An- 
{wer to ſome Reflections made on that Trea- 
tiſe in a late Socinian Pamphler, 

An Anſwer to Mr. Lock's 2d Letter ; where- 
in his Notion of Ideas is proved to be incon- 
' ſiſtent withir (elf, and with the Articles of the 
Chriſtian Faith. 80. 

Eccleſiaſtical Caſes relating to the Duries 
and Rights of the Parochial Clergy ſtated and 
reſolved according to the Principles of Conſci- 
ence and Law. $00, 

The Rule of Faith : Or an Anſwer to the 
Treatiſe of Mr. F. $. entituled, Sure-footing, 
&c. by Fohn Tillotſon, D. D. ro which is ad» 
joyned, a Reply to Mr. F. S's third Appendix, 
Oc. by Edward — D. D. 

The Effigies of the Right Reverend Father 


in God, Edward Lord Biſhop of Worceſter,. 


Engraven on a Copper-plate by Robert nite, 
Price 6d, 


The Antiquities of Nottinghamſhire , Ex» | 


tracted our of Records, Original Evidences, 
Leiger-Bogks , and other Manuſcriprs, and 
Authentick Authorities; beaurified with Maps, 
Proſpects and PortraiCtures ; by Rob. Thornton 
Dr, of Phyſick, Folzo, 
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Series Chronologica, Olympiadum, Pyrhis 
adum, Ifthmiadum, Nemeadum, Quibus Ve- 
reres Grzci Tempora ſua Metiebanrur, per 
Guli:lmum Lloyd, A. M. Epiſcopi Wigornien- 
fis filium, Fol. | 

Cambridge Concordance, 

Baker's Chronicle, 

Prince Arthur, by Sir Richard Blackmore. 

®... His Paraphraſe on the Book of Fob, &c. 

Dryden's Fables. 

An Expoſition on the 39 Articles of the 
Church of England, by the Biſhop of Sarum, ' 


The Folly and Unreaſonableneſs of Arthe- 
iſm demonſtrated from rhe Advantage and 
Pleaſure of a Religious Life : The Faculties 
of Humane Souls: 'The Structure of Animare 
Bodies, and the Origine and Frame of the 
World ; In Eight Sermons : Preached ar the 
Lecture, Founded by rhe Honourable Robert 
Boyle, Eiq; in the Firſt Year, 1692. 

Of Revelation, and the Mefſhas: A Ser- 
mon preached at the Publick Commencement 
ar: Cambridge, Fuly the 5th. 1696, Both by 
Richard Bentley, D, D. Chaplain in Ordinary, 
Library-Keeper tro his Majeſty, and Maſter 
of Trinity Colledge in Cambridge, 

An Hiſtorical Examination of the Authority . 
of General Councils, ſhewing the Falſe Deal- 
ing that hath been uſed in the publiſhing of 
them ; and the Difference amongſt the Pa- 
piſts themſelves abour their Number, The 
Second Edition Corredted 4/0. 'By Robert 
Fenkin late Fellow of St. Fohn's edge in 
Cambridpe. *© © ; 

' The Reſtoring of Fallen Brethren ; con- 
raining the Subſtance of rwo Sermons on IT 
Lw . I, 


VI. 1, 2, preached at the Performance of 
Publick Penance, by cerrain Criminals , on 
the Lord's Day, uſually called Mid- Lent-Sun- 
day, 1696, in the Pariſh-Church of Old Swin- 
ford in Worceſterſhire ; by Simon Ford, D. D. 
and Rector there : with a Preface, by the 
Righr Reverend Father in God Edward Lord 
Biſhop of Worceſter. | 

Some Diſcourſes, Sermons and Remains of 
the Reverend Mr. Fof, Glanvill, lare Rector 
of Bathe, and Chaplain in Ordinary ro his Ma- 
fly z collected into one Volume, and pub- 

iſhed by Anthony Horneck , D. D, Preacher ar 
the Savoy; with a/ Sermon preached ar his 
Funeral, by Feſeph Pleydell Archdeacon of Chi- 
cheſter, 4to. 

' Knowledge and Practice ; or a plain Diſ- 
courſe of the chief things neceſſary ro be 
known, believed and practiſed, 'in order ro 
Salvation , with a Supplement, oy Samuel 
Cradock, A Book neceflary to be read in Fa- 
milies, 4#o. 

The Countrey mans Recreation ; or the 
Art of Planting, Grafting and Gardening. 

The Unreaſonablenels of a Separation froug 
the new Biſhops : Or a Treatiſe abour Eccle- 
fiaſtical Hiſtory, ſhewing that alrhough a Bi- 
ſhop was unjuſtly deprived, neither he nor 
the Church ever made a Separation, if the 
Succeſſar was not an Heretick, in 4to, 

The Caſe of Sees vacant by an Unjuſt or 
Uncanonical Deprivation ſtared, in Reply to 
a Treatiſe entiruled, A Vindication of the 
Deprived Biſhops, Oc. rogether with the ſe. 
yeral other Pamphlets lately publiſhed as An- 
ſwers to the Baroccian Treatiſe ; both by Hum- 
phry Hody, D. D. Fellow of Wadhsm College 
in Oxford. A 


186 


A Diſcourſe concerning the Nature of Ido- 
latry ; in which a Jate Author's true and on- 
ly Notion of Idolatry is conſidered and con- 
fured, 40. 

Proteſtant Certainty, or a ſhort Treatiſe 
ſhewing how a Proteſtant may be well aſſured 
of the Articles of his Faith, 4to, 


A Diſſertation upon the Epiſtles of phalaris : 
with an Anſwer to the Objections of the Ho- 
nourabie Charles Boyle, Elq; By Richard Bent- 
ley, D. D. 8vo. To which may be added, a 
Chronological Account of the Life of Pytha- 
goras and other Famous Men his Contem 
raries; with an Epiſtle ro the Reverend Dr, 
Bentley about Porphyry's and Famblichw's Lives 


, of Pythagoras ; by the Right Reverend Father 


in God William Lord Biſhop of Worceſter, 

Ten Sermons preached before her Royal 
Highneſs the Princeſs Anne of Denmark, at 
the Chappel art St. Fames's ; by Lewis Atter- 
bury, L.-L. D. and one of the Six Preachers 
ro her Royal Highneſs. 

"The Happy Aſcerick, or the Beſt Exerciſe; 
rogether with Prayers ſuitable ro each Exer- 
ciſe : To which if added; a Lerter toa Perſon 
of Qualiry, concerning the Holy Lives of the 
Primitive Chriſtians, 8v0. 

Delight and Judgment Repreſented, in a 
Diſcourſe concerning the great Day of Judg- 
ment, and its power to damp and embitter 
Senſual Delights, Sports and Recreations, 890. 

The Exerciſe of Prayer ; or a Help to De- 
votion: containing Prayers and Devotions 
for Several Occaſions, Theſe three by An- 
thony Horneck,, D, D. late Preacher at the 
Savoy, 


Several 


Several Eſſays m Political Arithmetick, con- 
cerning the Multiplication of Mankind and 
the growth of the Ciry of London : Obſerva- 
tions on the Dublin Bills, or Accounts of the 
Houſes , Hearths, Baptiſms and Burials in 
thar Ciry : Concerning the People, Houſing, 
Hoſpitals, &c. of London and Pari,, proving 
that London hasas many People as Paris, Rome 
and Rouen pur together ; with a Diſcourſe 
concerning the Extent and Value of Lands, 
People, Buildings, Husbandry, Manufactures, 
Commerce, Fiſhery , Artizans, Seamen, Sol- 
diers, Publick Revenues, Intereſt, Taxes, &c. 
as the ſame relates ro every Countrey in gene- 
ral, bur more particularly to the Territories 
of his Majeſty of Great Britain, Holland, Jea- 
land and France ; by Sir William Petty, late 
Fellow of the Royal Society, in 8s. 

The New State of England under our pre- 
ſent Monarch King MAlliam the Third, in 
three Parts; containing 1ſt, A General Ac. 
count of Eng/and, with a particular Deſcrip- 
tion of 1ts 7 ans Counries, Cities, Univerti - 
ties, Markets and Borough-Towns ; and a 
Survey of Walcs. 2d. Of the Original, Tem- 
- per, Genins, Language, Trade, Religion and 
Governmeat of the Engliſh , of the King's 
Prerogartive, Power, Court and Revenues,&c. 
Of rhe Nobility and Gentry, Clergy and 
Commonalty : with a ſuccinct Hiſtory of the 
Kings and Queens of Eng/and to this time, 
3d. A Deſcription of the High Court of Par- 
liament, Privy Council, and all Courrs of 
Judicature, and a Catalogue of rhe preſent 
Officers in Church and Stare : The Third 
Edition, with great Improvements, in 8vo, 
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Theographia, or a new Arr of Short-hand 5 
being a more Natural , Grammarical, and 
Eafie Merhod than any yer Extant : Origi- 
nally invented by Abraham Nicholas, A. M, 
Enlarged and Publiſhed by Themas Sclater , 
and approved of by the ableſt Penmen in Lon- 
don : The Fourth Edition, $00. 

The Clerk's Tutor in Chancery , giving 
rrue Directions by Authentick Precedents how 
to draw Afﬀidavits, Interlocutory Orders, Re- 
ports before Maſters, Bills, Anſwers, Pleas 
and Demurrers, with ſuch Proceſs, Proceed- 
ings and other Inſtruments relating rhercunto, 
as are now in uſe in that High and Honoura- 
ble Court: To which is prefixed an Introduc- 
tion with ſome Caſes of Note lately adjudged, 
and ſeveral new Orders made for the Regu- 
lating the practice thereof: The Second Edi- 
tion with large Addirions. 

The Practice of his Majeſty's Court of Ex- 
chequer at Weſtminſter, as ro Proceedings in 
Equity by Engliſh Bill, parallel ,to the Courſe 
nſed in the Bic Court of Chancery ; con- 
raining Precedents of the moſt Exact and Au- 
thentick Farms of Bills, Anſwers, Pleas and 
Demurrers, Interlocutory Orders, Commiſſi- 
ons, InjunCctions, Aſtidavirs , Interrogatories, 
and ſuch orher Proceſs and Pleadings as have 
heen drawn by the it Learned, Able and 
Experienced - Counci!, Clerks and Practirio- 
ners ; and approved of by the ſaid Court for 
more than 35 Years laſt paſt, in 8vo, 

Plutarch's Liyes in 5 Volumes, 

Kilbyrn's Preſidents, a new Edition with 
large Additions, 

Sir William Temple's Letters, 

Dorrington's Travels into Germany, &c. 

Veteres 


Veteres Vindicati : In an Expoſtulatory Ler- 
ter ro Mr, Sclater of Putney, upon his Conſen- 
ſus Veterum, &c, wherein the abſurdiry of his 
Method, and the weakneſs of his Realtons are 
ſhewn ; His falſe Afperfions upon the Church 
of England are wiped off, and her Faith con- 
cerning the Euchariſt proved ro be thar of rhe 
Primitive Church : Together with Animad- 
verſions on Dean Boileu's French Tranſlation 
of, and Remarks upon Bertram, 

An Anſwer ro the Compiler of Nubes Teſti- 
zm : Wherein is ſhewn, Thar Antiquiry (in 
relation ro the Points in Controverke ler down 
by him) did ner for the firſt five hundred 
Years Believe, Teach and Practice as rhe 
Church of Rome doth at preſent Believe, Teach 
and Practice ; Together with a Vindication 
of Veteres Vindicati from the late weak and 
difingenuous Atremprs of the Author of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation Defended, by the Author of the 
Anſwer ro Mr. Sclater of Putney. 

A Letter ro Father Lewes Sabran Jeſuir, in 
anſwer to his Lerrer to a Peer of the Church 
of England ; wherein the Poſtſcript to the An- 
ſwer to the Nubes Teſtium is Vindicaced, and 
Father Sabran's Miſtakes farther diſcover'd. * 

A ſecond Lerrer ro Farther Lews Sabran Je- 
ſuir, in anſwer to his Reply. 

A Vindication of the Principles of the Au- 
thor of the Anſwer ro the Compiler of Nubes 
Teſtium it anſwer to a late prerended Letrer 
from a Difſenter ro the Divines of the Church 
of England. The Five by Dr. Gee, Chaplain 
in Ocdinarv to His Majeſty, 


The Remains of Sir Walter Rzwlcigh, con- 
mining his M2xims of State : Advice co his 


Yon.: 
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Son : His Son's Advice to his Father : His 
Sceprtick : Obſervations concerning the Cau- 
ſes of Magnificency and Opulency of Ciries : 
His Obſervations rouching Trade and Com- 
merce with the Hollander and other Nations ; 
proving that our Sea and Land Commodities 
inrich and ftrengthen other Countries againſt 
our own: His Letters to divers Perſons of 
Qualiry : The Prerogative of Parliaments in 
England , provd in a Dialogue berween a 
Councelior of Stare and a Juttice of Peace, 
In 12's, 

The Common-Prayer-Book the Beſt Com- 

nion ro prepare Communicants for the 
Ford's Supper, being a Preparatory Office 
Collected our of the Lirurgy of the Church 
of England ; to which are prefixed Periwa- 
five Diſcourſes co prove the D:gnity of that 
Holy Sacraiacnt and rhe neceſſity of receiving 
it, 91 12's, 

The New-years-gift complear, in fix Parts, 
compoled of Meditations and Prayers for eve- 
ry Day in the Week ; with Devorions for the 
Sacrament, Lent, and other Occaſions, in 12's. 
The Firſt Part may be had by ir (elf, in 12's, 


The Chriftian Pattern, or a Divine Trea- 
riſe of the Imirarion of Chriſt, written Origi- 
nally in Latin by Thomas of Kempis above 200 
years fince, newly Tranſlated, in 24's. 

A Choice Manual, or Rare Secrets in Phy- 
fick and Chirurgery ; collected and practiſed 
by the Right Honourable the Countels of 
Kent late deceaſcd : whereto are added ſeve- 
ral Experiments of the Vertue of Gaſcon's 
Powder and Lapis contra Yarvam, by a Pro- 
felfor of Phyfick ; as alſo moſt exquitire =_ 
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of Preſerving , Conſerving , Candying and 
Cookery, in 24's. 

Cloſer-Devorions to a devout and worthy 
Reception of the Lord's Supper ; with Di- 
rections and Prayers for the more profitable 
Exerciſe of our private Religion in the ſtare 
of our progreſs and improvement in the Chri- 
ſtian Life, in 24's. 


School-Books fold by Henry Mortleck, 


FOrarius, Interprergticne & Noris illuſtra- 
vit Ludovidus Des Prez, in ulum Deltini. 
Huic Editione accefſere vita Horari cum Da- 
cerii Chrono!ogia Horatiana, & Przfario de 
Satyra Romana, Bvo, 

L. Annzus Florus, in ulum Delfini, 80. 

yum in uſum Delfini. 

euſdeni Compendium Grzcum Novi Te- 

ſtamenri, in 80, Quinta Editio, 

Janua Linguarum Trilinguis, five Johannis 
Amos Comenii Janua Linguarurn, 820. 

Grzcz Grammartices Rudimenta in uſum 
Scholz Weſtmonaſterienſis. 

Busby's Apolioorns, in uſum Scholz Weſt- 
monaſterientis, 

Nomenclatura Brevis Reformata, in uſum 
Scholz Weſtmonaſt, 

An Engliſh Introduction to the Lartine 
Tongue, for the uſe of the Lower Forms in 
Weſtminſter School, 

Grzca Epigrammara, in uf. Scholz Weſt. 

Marrtialis Epigram, in ufum Scholz Weſt, 

Juvenal in uſum Scholz Weftmonaſt, 

A General Examination of the Common 
Greek Grammar, according to Dr. Busby's 
method, chicfly iutended for grounding young 

Beginners 
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Beginners in the Greek Tongue, in the Free. 
School in Newark upon Trent. 

Seletzx Demoſthenis Orationes in uſum 
Scholarum, 12's. 

A ſhort Expoſition of the Catechiſm of the 
Church of England, with the Church-Care- 
chiſm it ſelf, and order of Confirmation in 
Engliſh and Latin, the Latin reviſed and much 
amended, by Edw. Boughn, D. D. fitted for 
the uſe of Schools, 

An Explanation of the Additional Rules 
for the Genders of Nouns in the Oxford Grami- 
mar, by way of Queſtion and Anſwer : by 
Fohn Twells Maſter of the Free-School in 
Newark, ; vety proper to be bound up with 
the Oxford Grammar. 

Solomon's Proverbs Engliſh and Latin, Al- 
phaberically collected for the help of Memo- 
ty, and fitted for the uſe of Schools, 12's, 

With variery of other School-Books, 


THE END. 


